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Rules and Regulations 


OTE 
: 


[Docket No. FV-90-252FR] 


Increase in 1990-91 Budgeted 
Expenditures for the Pear Commodity 
Committee; California Fresh Pears, 
Plums, and Peaches 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This final rule authorizes an 


increase in expenditures for the Pear 
Commodity Committee (committee) 
established under Marketing Order No. 
917 for the 1990-91 fiscal period. The 
fiscal period covered the period March 
1, 1990, through February 28, 1991. The 
expenses would be increased from 
$1,138,387 to $1,141,342. The $2,975 
increase is needed to cover unforeseen 
administrative expenses. Funds to 
administer this program are derived 
from assessments on handlers. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 1, 1990, through 
February 28, 1991. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
George Kelhart, Marketing Order 
Administration Branch, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, AMS, USDA, P.O. 
Box 96456, Room 2525-S, Washington, 
DC 20090-6456, telephone (202) 475- 
3919. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule is issued under Marketing 
Agreement and Marketing Order No. 917 
(7 CFR part 917) regulating the handling 
of fresh pears, plums, and peaches 
grown in California. The agreement and 
order are effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended {7 U.S.C. 601-674}, 
hereinafter referred to as the Act. 

This final rule has been reviewed by 
the Department of Agriculture 


(Department) in accordance with 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and the 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12291 and has been determined to be a 
“non-major” rule. 

Pursuant to the requirements set forth 
in the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), 
the Administrator of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS) has 
considered the economic impact of this 
final rule on small entities. 

The purpose of the RFA is to fit 


regulatory actions to the scale of 


business subject to such actions in order 
that small businesses will not be unduly 
or disproportionately burdened. 
Marketing orders issued pursuant to the 
Act, and rules issued thereunder, are 
unique in that they are brought about 
through group action of essentially small 
entities acting on their own behalf. 
Thus, both statutes have small entity 
orientation and compatibility. 

There are approximately 45 handlers 
of California pears regulated under this 
marketing order, and approximately 300 
pear producers in California. Small 
agricultural producers have been 
defined by the Small Business 
Administration (13 CFR 121.601) as 
those having annual receipts of less than 
$500,000, and small agricultural service 
firms are defined as those whose annual 
receipts are less than $3,500,000. The 
majority of California pear producers 
and handlers may be classified as small 
entities. 

Marketing Order No. 917, 
administered by the Department, 
requires that the assessment rate for the 
committee for a particular fiscal year 
shall apply to all assessable pears 
handled by regulated handlers from the 
beginning of that period. The 1990-1991 
fiscal period covered the period March 
1, 1990, through February 28, 1991. An 
annual budget of expenses is prepared 
by the committee and submitted to the 
Department for approval. The members 
of the committee are pear producers and 
handlers. They are familiar with the 
committee’s needs and with the costs for 
goods, and services, and personnel in 
their local area, and are in a position to 
formulate appropriate budgets. The 
budgets are formulated and discussed in 
public meetings. Thus, all directly 
affected persons have an opportunity to 
participate and provide input. 

The assessment rate recommended by 
the committee is derived by dividing the 
anticipated expenses by expected pear 
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shipments in 36 pound cartons or 
equivalents. Because that rate is applied 
to actual shipments, it must be 
established at a rate that will produce 
sufficient income to pay the committee's 
expected expenses. : 

A final rule published in the Federal 
Register on August 29, 1990 (55 FR 
35294), incorrectly authorized 1990-91 
fiscal period expenditures of $985,750. 
The total authorized expenditures 
should have been $1,138,387, as 
proposed in the Federal Register on 
August 3, 1990 (55 FR 31605), and as 
described in the supplemental 
information of the final rule. The final 
tule also fixed an assessment rate of 
$0.25 per 36 pound box, or equivalent, of 
assessable pears handled by handlers 
under M.O. 917 during the 1990-91 fiscal 
period. 

At its January 30, 1991, meeting, the 
committee voted unanimously to 
increase its budget of expenses from 
$1,138,387 to $1,141,342. The $2,975 
increase is needed to cover the cost of 
unforeseen administrative expenses. No 
change in the assessment rate was 
recommended. Adequate funds are 
available to cover the increase in 
expenses authorized by this action. 

This final rule revises § 917.254 
established under M.O. 917. Notice of 
this action was published in the Federal 
Register (56 FR 10819; March 14, 1991). 
Written comments were invited until 
March 25, 1991. No comments were 
received. 

While this action will impose some 
additional costs on handlers, the costs 
are in the form of uniform assessments 
on all handlers. Some of the additional 
costs may be passed on to producers. 
However, these costs will be 
significantly offset by the benefits 
derived from the operation of the 
marketing order. Therefore, the 
Administrator of the AMS has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

After consideration of all relevant 
information presented, including the 
recommendation of the committee, it is 
found that this final rule tends to 
effectuate the declared policy of the Act. 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it is also 
found and determined that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
date of this final rule until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register 
because: (1) The 1990-1991 fiscal period 





14634 


ended on February 28, 1991, and the 
committee needs authority to pay its 
additional expenses for that fiscal 
period as soon as possible; and (2) no 
useful purpose will be served by 
delaying the effective date of this action. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 917 


Marketing agreements, Pears, Plums, 
and Peaches, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR part 917 is amended as 
follows: 

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR 
part 917 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674. 

2. Section 917.254 is revised as 
follows: 


Note: This section will not appear in the 
annual Code of Federal Regulations. 


PART 917—FRESH PEARS, PLUMS, 
AND PEACHES, GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA 


§ 917.254 Expenses and assessment rate. 
Expenses of $1,141,342 by the Pear 
Commodity Committee are authorized, 


and an assessment rate of $0.25 per 36 

pound box, or equivalent, of assessable 

pears is established for the fiscal year 

ending February 28, 1991. Unexpended 

funds may be carried over as a reserve. 
Dated: April 4, 1991. 

William J. Doyle, 

Acting Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable 

Division. 

[FR Doc. 91-8574 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-02-m 


7 CFR Part 1205 
[CN-90-001] 
Amendment to the Regulations 


Governing the Cotton Research and 
Promotion Program 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The Agricultural Marketing 


Service (AMS) is amending the rules 
and regulations issued under the Cotton 
Research and Promotion Act and Order 
regarding the imposition of interest and 
late payment charges imposed on 
collecting handlers who fail to remit 
assessments to the Cotton Board when 
due and to establish procedures for the 
publication of the names of collecting 
handlers who fail to submit collecting 
handler reports or to remit assessments 
Additionally, such publication may 
include letters to individual producers 


informing them that the collecting 
handler has not remitted assessments to 
the Cotton Board as required. 

This amendment will modify the 
existing procedures under which interest 
and late payment charges are imposed 
on collecting handlers who do not remit 
assessments to the Cotton Board when 
due. Handlers who have been sent a 
second notice of delinquency will be 
subject to these procedures. Also, this 
amendment will specify the date from 
which these charges will be applied. In 
specifying the conditions under which 
interest charges and late payments will 
be applied, this amendment is expected 
to encourage handlers to remit 
assessments when due, thereby aiding ~ 
in the compliance process. 

This amendment will establish 
procedures for the publication of the 
names of collecting handlers who fail to 
submit collecting handler reports or 
remit the assessments when due. The 
publication of the names of these 
collecting handlers is expected to further 
encourage handlers to remit the 
assessments and submit the reports to 
the Cotton Board when due, thereby 
further aiding in the compliance process. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: May 13, 1991. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Craig Shackelford, (202) 447-2259. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule has been reviewed in 
accordance with Executive Order 12291 
and Departmental Regulation 1512-1 
and has been determined to be “non- 
major” since it does not meet the criteria 
for a major regulatory action as stated in 
the order. 

The Administrator, Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS), has certified 
that this action will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities as 
defined in the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seg.). The changes will 
merely: (1) Modify the existing 
procedures under which interest and 
late payment charges will be imposed 
on handlers delinquent in remitting 
assessments; and (2) allow for 
publication of the name of any collecting 
handler who fails to submit collecting 
handler reports or remit assessments. 
The amendments impose no additional 
requirements on those regulated under 
the order. 

There will be no change in the 
reporting or recordkeeping requirements 
of those subject to the order.as a result 
of this amendment. 

The information collection 
requirements contained in the sections 
of the regulations that will be amended 
by this rule have been previously 
approved by the Office of Management 
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and Budget and assigned OMB control 
number 0581-0115 under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq.). 

Comments 


A proposed rule was published in the 
Federal Register on November 20, 1990 
(55 FR 48242). One comment was 
received regarding the proposed rule 
during the comment period from 
November 20, 1990 through December 
20, 1990. This comment, received on 
December 18, 1990 from the North 
Carolina Farm Bureau Federation, 
expressed support for the amendment. 


Interest and penalty charges 


This rule will amend § 1205.514(d) of 7 
CFR part 1205 by specifying the 
circumstances under which interest and 
late payment penalties will be charged 
to collecting handlers who do not remit 
assessments to the Cotton Board when 
due and the date from which these 
charges will be applied. Handlers 
delinquent in remitting assessments will 
be charged interest on these 
assessments at.a rate prescribed by the 
Cotton Board with the approval of the 
Secretary if the handler is sent.a second 
certified mail notice of past-due 
assessments from the Cotton Board in 
any one marketing year (August 1-July 
31). Late payment charges will be 
imposed on collecting handlers who do 
not remit the assessments on which 
interest is being charged within 10 days 
after the close of the next reporting 
period. Both interest and late payment 
charges will be applied from the first 
working day on or following the 20th 
day of the month in which the 
assessments were due. 

The amendment specifies the 
conditions that allow for the imposition 
of interest and late payment charges. 
The amendment will impose these 
charges on collecting handlers who have 
been sent two notices that they have 
failed to remit assessments when due. 


Publication of Handlers’ Names Who 
Fail To Remit Assessments and Submit 
Reports 


The amendment will also add to 
§ 1205.515 of 7 CFR part 1205 criteria for 
publication of the names (including 
location) of collecting handlers who fail 
to submit collecting handler reports or 
remit assessments and will describe 
procedures for the publication of these 
names. Additionally, the Cotton Board 
may notify producers that their _ 
assessments have not been remitted. by 
the collecting handler to the Cotton. 
Board as required. The names of 
collecting handlers who: (1) Receive a 
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second certified mail notice of past-due 
assessments from the Cotton Board in 
any one marketing year (August 1-July 
31); or (2) are required by the Cotton 
Board to establish an escrow account 
for depositing assessments due to 
previous failures to remit assessments 
when due and do not comply with the 
deposit and withdrawal procedures 
established by the Cotton Board with 
the approval of the Secretary; are 
subject to the publication and 
notification lures. 

It is intended that collecting handlers 
subject to publication will be notified by 
the Cotton Board that they are so 
subject prior to their names being 
published. The names of all collecting 
handlers who are determined to be 
subject to publication will be published 
in a monthly listing during the primary 
cotton marketing season (September 
through March) and a bi-monthly listing 
during the remainder of the year by the 
Cotton Board with the approval of the 
Secretary. The published listing also will 
be distributed by the Cotton Board to all 
agricultural trade associations and 
publications included on a list supplied 
by the Cotton Board and approved by 
the Secretary. 

Also, this action will revise the 
authority citation for part 1205 for 
clarity. The separate authority citation 
for the Rules and Regulations subpart is 
deleted. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1205 


Advertising, Agricultural Research, 
Cotton, Marketing Agreements, 
Reporting and Recordkeeping 


requirements. 


For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, 7 CFR part 1205 is amended 
as follows: 

1. The authority citation for part 1205 
is revised to read as follows: 


: Public Law 89-502; 80 Stat. 279, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 2101-2118). 

2. The authority citation immediately 
following the heading Subpart—Cotton 
Board Rules and Regulations is 
removed. . 

3. Section 1205.514(d) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 1205.514 Reports and remittance to the 
Cotton Board. 


(d) Interest and late payment charges. 
(1) There shail be an interest charge, at 
rates prescribed by the Cotton Board 
with the approval of the Secretary, on 
any handler who is sent a second 
certified mail notice of past-due 
assessments from the Cotton Board in 
any one marketing year (August 1-July 
31). 


(2) In addition to the interest charge 
specified in paragraph (d)(1) of this 
section, there shall be a late payment 
charge on any handler whose remittance 
is not received by the Cotton Board 
within 10 days after the close of the 
reporting period in which interest 
charges were first accrued. The late 
payment charge shall be 5 percent of the 
unpaid balance before interest charges 
have accrued. 

(3) The interest and late payment 
charges on the unremitted assessments 
for a particular reporting period will be 
applied from the first working day on or 
following the 20th day of the month in 
which the assessments were due. 

4. Section 1205.515(d) is added to read 
as follows: 


§ 1205.515 Failure to report and remit. 


* * * * * 


(d) Publication of a collecting 
handler’s name in accordance with the 
following provisions: 

(1) The name of any collecting handler 
will be subject to publication if the 
collecting handler: (i) Is sent two 
certified mail notices of past due 
assessments and/or collecting handler 
reports from the Cotton Board in any 
one marketing year (August 1-July 31), 
or (ii) is required by the Cotton Board to 
establish an escrow account for 
depositing assessments, in accordance 
with paragraph (b) of this section, and 
does not comply with the deposit 
procedures established by the Cotton 
Board with approval of the Secretary. 

(2) The name of any collecting handler 
who is subject to publication will be 
published by the Cotton Board with the 
approval of the Secretary in a monthly 
listing during the primary cotton 
marketing season (September through 
March) and a bi-monthly listing during 
the remainder of the year. The published 
listing will be distributed by the Cotton 
Board. 

(3) The Cotton Board, with approval of 
the Secretary, may notify individual 
producers that the assessments 
collected by such producer's collecting 
handler, whose name is subject to 
publication in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraph (d)(1) of this 
section, have not been remitted to the 
Cotton Board as required. 


Dated: April 8, 1991. 
Daniel Haley, 
Administrator. . 
[FR. Doc. 91-8573 Filed 4-10-81; 8:45-am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-62-" 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 39 


[Docket No. 90-NM-179-AD; Amdt. 39- 
6967) 


Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 737 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation | 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes 
an existing airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain Boeing Model 737 
series airplanes, which currently require 
ultrasonic inspections of the bonded 
waffle doublers for delamination 
between body station (BS) 360 and BS 
1016. This amendment requires 
inspections for delamination, cracking, 
and corrosion, in an area expanded to 
include the area between BS 259 and BS 
360, the circumferential fuselage splices, 
stringer (S—) 17, and bonded doublers. 
This amendment is prompted by reports 
of cracking of the skin at S-17. This 
condition, if not corrected, could result 
in rapid decompression of the airplane. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: May 17, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group, 
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 
98124. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Dan R. Bui, Seattle Aircraft 
Certification Office, Airframe Branch, 
ANM-120§; telephone (206) 227-2775. 
Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055-4056. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by superseding AD 
89-16-05, Amendment 39-6281 (54 FR 
31507, July 31, 1989), applicable to 
Boeing Model 737 series airplanes, to 
require inspections for delamination, 
cracking, and corrosion in an area 
expanded to include the area between 
body station (BS) 259 and BS 360, the 
circumferential fuselage splices, stringer 
(S-) 17, and bonded doublers, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 19, 1990 (55 FR 42393). 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
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consideration has been given to the 
comments received. 

The Air Transport Association (ATA) 
of America commented on behalf of its 
members. One member requested that 
the proposed compliance period of 60 
days specified in paragraph A. be 
extended to allow inspection of the 
subject structure within 4,500 cycles 
after the effective date of the proposed 
rule. Extending the compliance period 
will allow this member to accomplish 
much of the proposed inspection during 
a scheduled “C” check at a main 
maintenance base. Adoption of the 
proposed 60-day compliance period 
would require this member to schedule 
special work at considerable expense 
over what was estimated in the cost 
impact analysis. This member also 
noted that its proposal to inspect at the 
next “C” check is consistent with the 
recommendations of Boeing Service 
Bulletin 737-53-1124. A non-U.S. 
operator also requested that the FAA 
extend the initial compliance period 
from 60 days to 120 days. The FAA does 
not concur with either of these two 
comments. Since the issuance of AD 89- 
16-05, one operator recently reported 
cracking of the skin at S-17 at multiple 
locations. As a result of this and other 
reports from operators, the FAA has 
determined that this problem is serious 
enough to require inspection of the 
expanded area in a more timely manner 
than requested in order to preclude 
rapid decompression. Since the one-time 
external ultrasonic inspection is 
relatively easy to accomplish, the FAA 
has determined that the proposed 
compliance period of 60 days will not 
impose an undue burden on operators. 
Also, areas previously inspected in 
accordance with AD 89-16-05, 
Amendment 39-6281, do not require 
reinspection for disbonding under this 
AD 


Paragraph A. of the final rule has been 
revised to add the phrase, “not 
mechanically fastened.” This phrase is 
used in the existing AD 89-16-05. The 
FAA has determined that this phrase 
needs to be added to the final rule to 
clarify that doublers not mechanically 
fastened must be inspected. 

Paragraph D. of the final rule has been 
revised to specify the current procedure 
for submitting requests for approval of 
alternative methods of compliance. 

The economic analysis paragraph, 
below, has been revised to increase the 
specified hourly labor rate from $40 per 
manhour (as was cited in the preamble 
to the Notice) to $55 per manour. The 
FAA has determined that it is necessary 
to increase this rate used in calculating 
the cost impact associated with AD 
activity to account for various 


inflationary costs in the airplane 
industry. 

After careful review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule with the changes 
noted above. The FAA has determined 
that these changes will neither 
significantly increase the economic 
burden on any operator noy increase the 
scope of the rule. 

There are approximately 90 Model 737 
series airplanes of the affected design in 
the worldwide fleet. It is estimated that 
37 airplanes of U.S. registry will be 
affected by this AD, that it will take 
approximately 30 manhours per 
airplance to accomplish the required 
actions, and that the average labor cost 
will be $55 per manhour. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$61,050. 

The regulations adopted herein will 
not have substantial direct effects on the 
States, on the relationship between the 
national government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels 
of government. Therefore, in accordance 
with Executive Order 12612, it is 
determined that this final rule does not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this actions: (1) Is not a 
“major rule” under Executive Order 
12291; (2) is not a “significant rule” 
under DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26, 
1979); and (3) will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has 
been prepared for this action and is 
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy of 
it may be obtained from the Rules 
Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends 14 CFR part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


§ 39.13 [Amended] 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by 
superseding Amendment 39-6281 (54 FR 
31507, July 31, 1989), AD 89-16-05, with 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Boeing: Applies to Model 737 series 
airplanes, line numbers 520 through 610, 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
required as indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 


To prevent inability of the airplane to carry 
fail-safe loads due to disbonded doublers, 
and to reduce the possibility of rapid 
decompression, accomplish the following: 

A. Within 60 calendar days after the . 
effective date of this AD, perform a one-time 
external ultransonic inspection of the bonded 
doublers not mechanically fastened above 
stringer (S-) 26 between body station (BS) 259 
and BS 1016 in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 737-53-1124, dated August 
24, 1989. 


Note: The area inspected in accordance 
with AD 89-16-05, Amendment 39-6281, does 
not require reinspection for disbonding. 


B. If disbonding is detected, prior to further 
flight, accomplish the following: 

1. Perform a high frequency eddy current 
(HFEC) inspection for cracks and a visual 
inspection for corrosion along the upper rivet 
row of the lower lap splices and both rivet 
rows of S-17 (if affected), for the entire length 
of affected panel, in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 737-53-1124, dated August 
24, 1989. If, during the inspections required by 
this paragraph, paint inhibits identification of 
the fastener heads or cracks, the paint must 
be stripped using an FAA-approved chemical 
stripper. 

a. If no cracking or corrosion is found, 
repeat the HFEC and visual inspections at 
intervals not to exceed 4,500 flight cycles 
until the preventive modification required by 
paragraph C. of this AD is accomplished. 

b. If cracks are found, repair prior to further 
flight, in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin 737~-53-1124, dated August 24, 1929. 
Within 3,000 flight cycles following the repair, 
accomplish the lap splice preventive 
modification on the affected panel, which 
includes installation of oversize protruding 
head solid fasteners in the lap splice upper 
row and S~17, in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 737-53-1124, dated August 
24, 1989. 

(1) Blind fasteners may be used as a 
temporary repair only. Repairs using blind 
fasteners must be repetitively inspected for 
loose or missing fasteners at intervals not to 
exceed 3,000 flight cycles following 
installation, and replaced with protruding 
head solid fasteners within 10,000 flight 
cycles following installation. 

(2) Repa:rs previously installed with blind 
fasteners prior to the effective date of this AD 
must be inspected for loose or missing 
fasteners within 1,000 flight cycles after the 
effective date of this AD and thereafter at 
intervals not to exceed 3,000 flight cycles. 
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Blind fasteners must be replaced with 
protruding head solid fasteners within 10,000 
flight cycles following installation. 

2. Perform a detailed external visual 
inspection for cracks and corrosion at 
circumferential splices along the most 
forward and most aft rivet row of each panel 
found to contain delamination, in accordance 
with Boeing Service Bulletin 737-53-1076, 
Revision 2, dated February 8, 1990. Remove 
paint with an FAA-approved chemical 
stripper prior to inspection, or ensure that the 
fastener head is clearly visible. In addition to 
the detailed external visual inspection, 
perform a HFEC inspection for cracks at each 
circumferential splice from S-10R to S—10L in 
accordance with Boeing Service Bulletin 737— 
53-1076, Revision 2, dated February 8, 1990, 
along the most forward and most aft rivet 
row of each circumferential splice. 

a. If no cracks, corrosion, or delamination 
are found as a result of the detailed external 
visual inspection, repeat the detailed external 
visual and HFEC inspections required by this 
paragraph at intervals not to exceed 4,500 
landings or 15 months, whichever occurs first. 

b. If any cracking is detected, repair prior 
to further flight, in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 737-53-1076, Revision 2, 
dated February 8, 1990. 

c. Replacement of the most forward and 
most aft fastener rows with standard 
protruding head solid fasteners at all 
circumferential fuselage splices, in 
accordance with Boeing Service Bulletin 737- 
53-1076, Revision 2, dated February 8, 1990, 
constitutes terminating action for the 
inspections required by this subparagraph, 
B.2. 

3. In areas where corrosion or delamination 
are found as a result of the inspections 
required by paragraphs B.1. and B.2. of this 
AD, prior to further flight, perform a low 
frequency eddy current (LFEC) inspection 
using an FAA-approved method: 

a. If corrosion depth, does not exceed 10% 

" of the skin’s thickness, conduct the repetitive 
external detailed visual inspections required 
by paragraphs B.1. and B.2. of this AD, of 
each panel found to contain corrosion at 
intervals not to exceed 2,250 flight cycles or 6 
months, whichever occurs first. 

b. If corrosion depth, exceeds 10% of the 
skin's thickness, or if cracks or delamination 
is found-as a result of the detailed external 
visual inspections, repair prior to further 
flight, in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin 737-53-1076, Revision 2, dated 
February 8, 1990. Following such a repair, 
continue to inspect in accordance with 
paragraphs B.1. and B.2. of this AD, at 
intervals not to exceed 4,500 flight cycles or 
15 months, whichever occurs first. 

c. Any crack found must be repaired, prior 
to further flight, in accordance with an FAA- 
approved method. Blind fasteners may be 
used as a temporary repair only. They must 
be repetitively inspected for loose or missing 
fasteners at intervals not to exceed 3,000 
flight cycles following installation and then 
replaced with protruding head solid fasteners 
within 10,000 flight cycles following 
installation. 

4. Repair all-disbonded tearstraps prior to 
further flight, in accordance with Boeing Alert 
Service Bulletin 737-53A1039, Revision 4, 


dated April 14, 1988, or Revision 5, dated May 
25, 1989; or Boeing Service Bulletin 737-53- 
1089, Revision 1, dated October 13, 1989; or 
Revision 3, dated November 2, 1989; as 
appropriate. 

C. Within 24 months after detection of 
disbonding as a result of the inspection 
required by paragraph A. of this AD, 
accomplish the lap splice and S-17 
preventative modification of the affected 
panel, which includes installation of oversize 
protruding head solid fasteners in the upper 
rivet row, in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin 737-53-1124, dated August 24, 1989. 
Accomplishment of this modification 
constitutes terminating action for the 
inspection requirements of paragraph B.1. 
and B.2 of this AD for the affected panel. 

D. An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO. 

E. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive who 
have not already received the appropriate 
service information from the manufacturer 
may obtain copies upon request to Boeing 
Commercial Airplane Group, P.O: Box 3707, 
Seattle, Washington 98124. This information 
may be examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, 
Washington. 


This amendment supersedes 
Amendment 39-6281, AD 89-16-05. 
This amendment becomes effective 
May 17, 1991. 
Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 2, 
1991. 
Leroy A. Keith, 
Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doc. 91-8532 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M: 


14 CFR Part 39 


[Docket No. 90-NM-237-AD; Amdt. 39- 
6966] 


Airworthiness Directives; British 
Aerospace Model BAe 146-200A 
Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain British Aerospace 
Model BAe 146-200A series airplanes, 
which requires repetitive visual 
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inspections to detect corrosion and 
cracked fuselage skins, reduced fuselage 
skin thickness, and damaged rivets; and 
repair of corrosion and skin cracks or 
replacement of rivets, if necessary. This 
amendment is prompted by- reports of 
damage to the underhead radiused 
rivets and surrounding fuselage skin 
during fuselage skin polishing 
operations following paint removal, and 
subsequent corrosion of the fuselage 
skin, on certain specified airplanes. This 
condition, if not corrected, could result 
in reduced structural integrity of the 
fuselage pressure vessel. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: May 17, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
British Aerospace, PLC, Librarian for 
Service Bulletins, P.O. Box 17414, Dulles 
International Airport, Washington, DC 
20041-0414. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William Schroeder, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113; telephone (206) 227- 
2148. Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055-4056. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include a new 
airworthiness directive, applicable to 
certain British Aerospace Model BAe 
146-200A series airplanes; which 
requires repetitive visual inspections to 
detect corrosion and cracked fuselage 
skins, reduced fuselage skin thickness, 
and damaged rivets; and'repair of 
corrosion and skin cracks or 
replacement of rivets, if necessary, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 10, 1991 (56-FR 970). 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of this amendment. Due 
consideration has been given to the 
comments received. 

The commenters supported the rule. 

Paragraph E. of the final rule has been 
revised to specify the current procedure 
for submitting requests for approval of 
alternative methods compliance. 

The economic analysis paragraph, 
below, has been revised to increase the 
specified hourly labor rate from $40 per 
manhour (as was cited in the preamble 
to the Notice) to $55 per manhour. The 
FAA has determined that it is necessary 
to increase this rate used in calculating 
the cost. impact associated with AD 
activity to account for various 
inflationary costs in the airline industry. 
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After careful review of the available 
data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule with the changes 
previously described. The FAA has 
determined that these changes will 
neither significantly increase the 
economic burden on any operator nor 
increase the scope of the rule. 

Information collection requirements 
contained in this regulation have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) under the provisions 
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 
(Public Law 96-511) and have been 
assigned OMB Control Number 2120- 
0056. 

It is estimated that 19 airplanes of U.S. 
registry will be affected by this AD, that 
it will take approximately 110 manhours 
per airplane to accomplish the required 
actions, and that the average labor cost 
will be $55 per manhour. F'ased on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$114,950. 

The regulations adopted herein will 
not have substantial direct effects on the 
States, on the relationship between the 
national government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels 
of government. Therefore, in accordance 
with Executive Order 12612, it is 
determined that this final rule does not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this action: (1) Is not a 
“major rule” under Executive Order 
12291; (2) is not a “significant rule” 
under DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26, 
1979); and (3) will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has 
been prepared for this action and is 
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy of 
it may be obtained from the Rules 
Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 
Air Transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 
Adoption of the Amendment 
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 


amends 14 CFR part .39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106{g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


§39.13 {Amended] 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 

British Aerospace: Applies to Model BAe 
146-200A series airplanes; Serial 
Numbers £2022 through E2025, E2028, 
E2030, E2031, E2034, £2036, and E2039 
through E2048: certificated in any 
category. Compliance is required as 
indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 

To prevent reduced structural integrity of 

the fuselage pressure vessel, accomplish the 

following: 

A. For airplanes Serial Numbers E2022 
through £2025, £2028, E2030, E2031, E2094, 
E2036, E2039 through E2048; Accomplish the 
following: 

1. Within 30 days after the effective date of 
this AD, perme the following inspections: 

a. A detailed visual inspection ( 
Se eae 

glass, where appropriate) of the 
siete in the polished fuselage skins and the 
polished fuselage skins to detect rivet 
abrasion damage, loose or missing rivets, and 
skin cracks, in accordance with paragraphs 

2.A. and 2.B. of the Accomplishment 

Instructions of British Aerospace Service 

Bulletin 53-87, dated January 19, 1990. 

b. An ultrasonic inspection of the fuselage 
skin, to detect reduced skin thickness, in 
accordance with paragraphs 2.A. and 2.B. of 
the Accomplishment Instructions of British 
Aerospace Service Bulletin 53-87, dated 
January 19, 1990. 

2. Repeat the inspections required by 
paragraph A.1. of this AD at intervals not to 
exceed 1,500 flights, as follows: 

a. For fuselage sections of the airplane that 
continue to be polished, perform visual and 
ultrasonic inspections on alternate halves of 
the fuselage {e.g., left and then right, etc.), in 
accordance with paragraphs 2.A. and 2.B. of 
the Accomplishment Instructions of British 
Aerospace Service Bulletin 53-87, dated 
January 19, 1990. 

b. For fuselage sections that have the 
fuselage skin painted subsequent to findings 
of rivet or skin damage resulting from 
polishing, perform only a visual inspection of 
those areas for skin cracks and loose or 
missing rivets. 

c. For fuselage sections that have had the 
fuselage skin painted subsequent to findings 
of no rivet or skin damage resulting from 
polishing, no further action is required. 

3. As a result of the inspections required by 
paragraph A.1. of this AD, accomplish the 
following: 

a. If skin cracks or leose or failed rivets are 


ion, ANM-113, FAA, Transport 
Auphane Directorate. 


b. Any rivets identified as category “A1" 
(between 0.002 to 0.000 inch in head height), 
must be replaced prior to further flight, with 
new rivets having the same part number, in 
accordance with paragraphs 2.A. and 2.B. of 
the Accomplishment Instructions of British 
Aerospace Service Bulletin 53-87, dated 
January 19, 1990. 

c. At intervals not to exceed 1,500 flights, 
apply —_— treatment to all rivets 
identified 


Aerospace Service Bulletin 53-87, dated. 
January 19, 1990. 

B. For airplanes Serial Numbers E2022 
through E2025, £2028, £2030, E2031, E2034, 
E2036, E2039 through E2048: Accomplish the 
following, in accordance with Paragraph 2.A. 
of British Aerospace Service Bulletin 53-98, 
dated September 26, 1990: 

1. Within 6 months after the effective date 
of this AD, perform the following inspections: 

a. A detailed visual inspection of the 
designated areas of the fuselage skins for 
signs of corrosion. 

_b. For airplanes that have been repainted, 
inspect the paint finish in the designated 
areas for underlying corrosion. 

2. Repeat the inspections 
paragraph B.1. of this AD at intervals not to 
exceed 2,000 landings. 

3. As a result of the inspections required by 
paragraph B.1. of this AD, accomplish the 
following: 

a. If the paint finish in any area shows 
bubbling or other signs of distress, prior to 
further flight, the paint must be removed in 
accordance with Chapter 20-10-10 of the 
Airplane Maintenance Manual to allow a 
more detailed visual inspection to determine 
the extent of the damage. 

b. If corrosion is found, prior to further 
flight, repair in a manner approved by the 
Manager, Standardization Branch, ANM-113, 

t Airoplane Directorate. 

(C. For airplanes Serial Numbers E2022, 
Accomplish the following, in accordance with 
British Service Bulletin 53-88, 
dated January 19, 1990: 

1. Prior to the accumulation of the number 
of flights identified in the “Compliance Period 
from Initial Polishing” column in paragraph 
D.1. of the service bulletin, perform a close 
visual inspection of the designated areas of 
the polished fuselage skin. 

2. Repeat the inspections required by 
paragraph C.1. of this AD at intervals not to 
exceed 1,500 flights. 

3. As a result of the inspections required by 
paragraph C.1. of this AD, accomplish the 
following: 

a. If skin cracks or defects (loose or missing 
rivets) are found, prior to further flight, 
accomplish the following: 

(1) Record the findings of cracks or defects, 
in accordance with paragraph 2.A.(3) of the 
service bulletin. 

(2) If any loose rivets are found, remove » the 
loose rivets and perform a detailed visual 
inspection to detect cracks around ali vacant 
rivet holes — a 10X magnifying glass, in 
accordance with paragraph 2.A.(5) of the 
service bulletin. 
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(3) Repair cracks in a manner approved by 
the Manager, Standardization Branch, ANM- 
113, FAA Transport Airplane Directorate. 

(4) Replace any missing or removed rivets 


with new rivets having the same part number. 


b. If no cracks or defects are found, no 
further action is necessary for this inspection 
cycle. 

D. Within 14 days after the inspections 
required by this AD, submit a report of all 
findings of the inspections, positive or 
negative, including charts, to British 
Aerospace, in accordance with Paragraph 
2.A.(13) of British Aerospace Service Bulletin 
53-87, dated January 19, 1990; Paragraph 
2.A.(7) of Service Bulletin 53-88, dated 
January 19, 1990; and Paragraph 2.A.(4) of 
Service Bulletin 53-98, dated September 26, 
1990. 

E. An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 
Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113. 

F. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to - 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive who 
have not already received the appropriate 
service documents from the manufacturer 
may obtain copies upon request to British 
Aerospace, PLC, Librarian for Service 
Bulletins, P.O. Box 17414, Dulles International 
Airport, Washington, DC 20041-0414. These 
documents may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington. 


This amendment becomes effective 
May 17, 1991. 


Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 2, 
1991. 
Darrell M. Pederson, 


Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Sei vice. 


[FR Doc. 91-8531 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


- 14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 90-ASO-32] 


Revision of Transition Area, Fayette, 
AL 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment revises the 


Fayette, AL Transition Area. This action 
realigns the arrival area extension to 
conform to the flight path flown by 
instrument flight rules (IFR) aircraft 
executing the non-directional radio 


beacon (NDB) standard instrument 
approach procedure (SIAP) to Runway 
18 at Richard Arthur Field. Also, the 
basic radius of the transition area is 
expanded from 6.5 to 9.5 miles of the 
airport in order to provide controlled 
airspace for IFR aircraft flying diverse 
departure routes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 u.t.c., June 28, 
1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


History 


On February 6, 1991, the FAA 
proposed to amend part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Fayette, AL 
Transition Area (56 FR 4760). The 
proposed action would realign the 
arrival area extension to conform to the 
actual flight path flown by IFR aircraft 
executing the NDB SIAP to Runway 18 
at Richard Arthur Field. Also, it 
proposed to increase the basic radius of 
the transition area from 6.5 to 9.5 miles 
of the airport in order to provide 
controlled airspace for IFR aircraft 
flying diverse departure routes. 
Interested parties were invited to 
participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 
No comments objecting to the proposal 
were received. Section 71.181 of part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in FAA Order 7400.6G dated 
September 4, 1990. 


The Rule 


This amendment to part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations revises the 
Fayette, AL Transition Area. The arrival 
area extension is realigned to conform 
to the actual flight path flown by IFR 
aircraft executing the NDB SIAP to 
Runway 18 at Richard Arthur Field. 
Also, the basic radius of the transition - 
area is increased from 6.5 to 9.5 miles of 
the airport in order to provide controlled 
airspace necessary to contain IFR 
aircraft flying diverse departure routes. 

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore, (1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3) 
does not warrant preparation of a 
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regulatory evaluation as the anticipated 
impact is so minimal. Since this is a 
routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it 
is certified that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety, Transition areas. 
Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 71) is 
amended, as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 


(Revised Public Law 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 11.69. 


§71.181 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.181 is amended as 
follows: 


Fayette, AL [Revised] 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 9.5-mile 
radius of Richard Arthur Field Airport (lat. 
33° 43’ 00’’N., long. 87° 48’ 30’ W.); within 3.5 
miles each side of the 357° bearing from the 
Fayette NDB (lat. 33° 42’ 52""N., long. 87° 48’ 
49’W.), extending from the 9.5-mile radius 
area to 11.5 miles north of the NDB. 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 27, 
1991. 

Don Cass, 

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 
Southern Region. 

[FR Doc. 91-8533 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 90-ASO-31] 


Revision of Transition Area, Siler City, 
NC 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment revises the 
Siler City, NC Transition Area. A 
standard instrument approach 
procedure (SIAP) has been developed to 
serve the airport based on the Siler City 
nondirectional radio beacon (NDB). This 
action adds an arrival area extension to 
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the existing transition area to provide 
airspace 


radius of the transition area is increased 
from 6.5 miles to 7.5 miles of the airport. 
The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM) proposed to correct the airport 
name from Siler City Municipal Airport 
to Blair Municipal Airport. Subsequent 
to publication of the NPRM, the Town of 
Siler City advised the correct name of 
the airport is, and should remain, Siler 
City Municipal. Thus the airport name 
will remain unchanged. Also, this action 
will make a minor correction in the 
latitude/longitude coordinate position of 
the Siler City Municipal Airport. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 u.t.c., July 25, 1991. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone ng: 763-7646. 


On January 10, 1991, the FAA 
proposed to amend part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Siler City, NC 
Transition Area (56 FR 974). The 
proposed action would add an arrival 
area extension northeast of the Siler 
City Municipal Airport in order to 
provide controlled airspace protection 
for IFR aircraft executing a recently 
developed NDB SIAP based on the Siler 
City nondirectional radio beacon. Also, 
a minor correction would be made in the 
latitude/longitude coordinate position of 
the airport. Additionally, the proposed 
action would have changed the official 
name of the airport from “Siler City 
Municipal” to “Blair Municipal Airport.” 
Subsequent to publication of the NPRM, 
the Town of Siler City advised that the 
official name of the airport should 
remain “Siler City Municipal,” thus the 
airport name will not be changed as 
proposed. Interested parties were 
invited to participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 
No comments objecting to the proposal 
were received. Section 71.181 of part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in FAA Order 7400.6G dated 
September 4, 1990. 


The Rule 

This amendment to part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation jations revises the 
* Siler City, NC Transition Area. An 
arrival area extension is added 
northeast of the Siler City Municipal 
Airpert to provide controlled airspace 


\ 


protection for IFR aircraft executing the 
recently developed NDB SIAP based on 
the Siler City nondirectional radio 
beacon. Additionally, a minor correction 
is made in the latitude/longitude 
coordinate position of the Siler City 
Municipal Airport. 

The FAA has determined that this 

only involves an established 

body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore, (1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3) 
does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated 
impact is so minimal. Since this is a 
routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it 
is certified that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71. 
Aviation safety, Transition areas. 
Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 71) is 
amended, as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106{g) 
(Revised Public Law 97-449, January 12, 
1983}; 14 CFR 11.89. 


§71.181 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.181 is amended as 
follows: 

Siler City, NC [Revised] 

That airspace extending upward from'700 
feet above the surface within a 7.5-mile 
radius of Siler City Municipal Airport (lat. 
35°42'10" N., long. 79°30'20" W.}; within 3.5 
miles each side of the 031° bearing from Siler 
City NDB flat. 35°45'39" N., long. 79°27'45” 
W.}, extending from the 7.5-mile radius area 
to 9.5 miles northeast of the NDB. 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 28, 
1991. 

Walter E. Denley, 
Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 


[FR Doc. 91-8534 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-28 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 91-ASO-3) 
Revision of Control Zone, Tri-City, TN 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment revises the 
Tri-City, TN Control Zone. This action 
eliminates the arrival area extension 
southwest of the Tri-City Regional 
Airport. The arrival area extension was 
originally designed to provide additicnal 
controlled airspace protection for 
instrument flight rules (IFR) aircraft 
executing the nondirectional radio 
beacon (NDB) standard instrument 
approach procedure {SIAP) to Runway 
5. Changes in this SIAP have eliminated 
the need for the arrival area extension. 
Additionally, a minor correction is made 
in the latitude/longitude coordinate 
position of the Tri-City Regional Airport. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 U.T.C., July 25, 
1991. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


History 


On February 8, 1991, the FAA 
proposed to amend part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Tri-Ciy, TN Control 
Zone {56 FR 5164). The proposed action 
would eliminate the arrival area 
extension southwest of the Tri-City 
Regional Airport. The arrival area 
extension was originally designed to 
afford controlled airspace protection for 
IFR aircraft executing the Runway 5 
NDB SIAP. Due to changes in the 
standard instrument approach 
procedure, the arrival area extension is 
no longer required. Also, a minor 
correction would be made in the 
latitude/longitude coordinate position of 
the Tri-City Regional Airport. Interested 
parties were invited to participate in this 
rulemaking proceeding by submitting 
written comments on the proposal to the 
FAA. No comments objecting to the 
proposal were received. This 
amendment is the same as that 
proposed in the notice. Section 71.171 of 
part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations was republished in FAA 
Order 7400.6G dated September 4, 1990. 





Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April 11, 1991 / Rules ‘and Regulations 


The Rule 


This amendment to part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations revises the 
Tri-City, TN Control Zone by 
eliminating the arrival area extension 
southwest of the Tri-City Regional 
Airport. The arrival area extension was 
originally designed to provide controlled 
airspace protection for IFR aircraft 
executing the NDB Runway 5 SIAP. The 
NDB SIAP has been changed and the 
arrival area extension is no longer 
required. Also, a minor correction is 
made to the latitude/longitude 
coordinate position of the Tri-City 
Regional Airport. 

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. it, therefore, (1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26, 1979}; and (3) 
does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated 
impact is so minimal. Since this is a 
routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it 
is certified that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 


Aviation safety, Control zones. 


Adoption of the Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations {14 CFR part 71) is 
amended, as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348{a), 1354({a}, 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 
(Revised Public Law 97-449, January 12, 
1983); 14 CFR 11.89. 


§ 71.181 [Amended] 
2. Section 71.171 is amended as 
follows: 


Tri-City, TN [Revised] 

Within a 5-mile radius of Tri-City Regional 
Airport (lat. 36°28'30” N., long. 82°24'27” W.); 
within 2 miles each side of Tri-City ILS 
localizer northeast course, extending from the 
5-mile radius zone to the OM. This zone is 
effective during the specific dates and times 
established in advance by a Notice to 


Airmen. The effective dates and times will 
thereafter be continuously published in the 
Airport/Facility Directory. 


Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 28, 
1991. 


Walter E. Denley, 

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 
Southern Region. 

[FR Doc. 91-8535 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 
21 CFR Parts 510 and 522 


Animal Drugs, Feeds and Related 
Products; Change of Sponsor 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration, 
HHS 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending the 
animal drug regulations to reflect a 
change of sponsor for two new animal 
drug applications (NADA's) from Forbes 
Laboratories to United Vaccines 
(formerly United Veterinary 
Laboratories}. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Apri! 11, 1991. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Benjamin A. Puyot, Center for 
Veterinary Medicine (HFV-130), Food 
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443- 
1414. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: United 
Vaccines, A Harlan Sprague Dawley, 
Inc., Co., P.O. Box 4220, Madison, WI 
53711, has informed FDA that it is now 
the sponsor of approved NADA's 46-822 
(oxytocin injection) and 103-090 
(chorionic gonadotropin for injection) 
formerly held by Forbes Laboratories, 
402 West Lakeside St., Madison, WI 
53715. FDA is amending 21 CFR 
522.1081(a)(2){ii) and 522.1680(b) by 
removing the sponsor labeler code for 
Forbes Laboratories and adding the 
labeler code for United Vaccines. In 
addition, the tables in 21 CFR 
510.600(c){1) and (c}(2) are amended to 
indicate that Forbes Laboratories is no 
longer the sponsor of any approved 
NADA's by removing the entries 
“Forbes Laboratories” and “032420”. 
The tables are further amended to add 
entries for “United Vaccines” and 
“058639”. 


List of Subjects in 21 CFR 
Part 510 


Administrative practice and. 
procedure, Animal drugs, Labeling, 
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Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 


Part 522 


Animal Drugs. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs and redelegated to 
the Center for Veterinary Medicine, 21 
CFR parts 510 and 522 are amended as 
follows: 


PART 510—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 


1. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
part 510 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 201, 301, 501, 502, 503, 512, 
701, 706 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321, 331, 351, 352, 353, 
380b, 371, 378). 


2. Section 510.600 is amended in the 
table in paragraph (c){1) by removing 
the entry for “Forbes Laboratories” and 
by alphabetically adding a new entry for 
“United Vaccines” and in the table in 
paragraph (c)(2) by removing the entry 
for “032420” and by numerically adding 
a new entry for “058639” to read as 
follows: 


§510.600 Names, addresses, and drug 
labeler codes of sponsors of approved 
applica 

(c) * * 

(1) * a -o 


PART 522—iMPLANTATION OR 
INJECTABLE DOSAGE FORM NEW 
ANIMAL DRUGS NOT SUBJECT TO 
CERTIFICATION 


3. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
Part 522 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: Sec. 512 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act {21 U.S.C. 360b). 
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§522.1081 [Amended] 

4. Section 522.1081 Chorionic 
gonadotropin for injection; chorionic 
gonadotropin suspension is amended in 
paragraph (a)(2)(ii) by removing 
“032420” and replacing it with “058639”. 


§522.1680 [Amended] 

5. Section 522.1680 Oxytocin injection 
is amended in paragraph (b) by 
removing ‘032420, 050604, and 054273” 
and replacing it with “050604, 054273, 
and 058639”. 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 

Robert C. Livingston, 

Director, Office of New Animal Drug 
Evaluation, Center for Veterinary Medicine. 
[FR Doc. 91-8459 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 


Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner 


24 CFR Part 255 
[Docket No. R-91-1533; FR-3042-F-01] 


Technical Correction to Coinsurance 
Termination Rule 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: On October 10, 1990, HUD 
established a final rule terminating the 
section 221(d), 223(f), and 232 
coinsurance programs. The Department 
recently discovered that this termination 
regulation contains a technical error 
regarding extensions of section 223(f) 
coinsurance commitments. This rule 
corrects that error. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 12, 1990. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David R. Cooper, Assistant General 
Counsel—Multifamily Mortgage 
Division, room 9228, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20410, telephone (202) 708-4090. (This is 
not a toll-free number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 10, 1990 (55 FR 41312), the 
Department published a final regulation 
terminating sections 221(d), 223(f), and 
232 coinsurance programs. The final 
rule, which was effective November 12, 
1990, as published, was nearly identical 
for all three programs. The Department 
recently discovered that the termination 
regulation contains a technical error 
regarding extensions of section 223(f) 


commitments. The rules for extensions 
of commitments in § 255.1(c) should not 
have been identical to the rules for 
commitment extensions in the section 
221(d) and the section 232 programs 
because the section 223(f) coinsurance 
program does not involve insurance of 
advances, The Department intended the 
commitment extension rules in the final 
regulation for the section 223(f) program 
to mirror the provisions in the proposed 
rule at section 255.301(f}(2) published on 
May 25, 1990 at 55 FR 21621, 21624. 
Therefore, the Department is publishing 
this technical amendment, retroactive to 
November 12, 1990, which revises 

§ 255.1(c). 

The provisions for commitment 
extensions in part 252 of the final 
coinsurance termination rule, published 
October 10, 1990, deleted reference to 
procedures for extension of 
commitments for existing projects to be 
coinsured under section 232 pursuant to 
sections 223(f) and 244 of the National 
Housing Act. These commitment 
extension procedures had been set forth 
in § 252.301(f)(2)(iv) of the proposed rule 
for precommitment review published 
May 25, 1990 at 55 FR 21621, 21623. On 
October 10, 1990, the date of publication 
of the final coinsurance termination rule, 
there were no outstanding commitments 
issued, or loan applications submitted, 
on existing projects which were to be 
coinsured under section 232, pursuant to 
sections 223(f) and 244, nor were any 
applications anticipated between 
October 10, 1990, and November 12, 
1990, the effective date of the 
termination regulation. Consequently, 
the Department decided not to publish 
procedures in section 252.1(c) of the 
final coinsurance termination rule 
governing extensions of commitments 
on existing projects to be coinsured 
under section 232 pursuant to sections 
223(f) and 224. It should be noted that as 
of November 12, 1990, no loan 
applications had been submitted under 
this program. 


' Procedural Matters 


This rule does not constitute a “major 
rule” as that term is defined in section 
1(b) of the Executive Order on Federal 
Regulation issued by the President on 
February 17, 1981. Analysis of the rule 
indicates that it does not (1) have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; (2) cause a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3) 
have a significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
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enterprises to compete ‘vith foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b) 
(the Regulaiory Flexibility Act), the 
Undersigned hereby certifies that this 
rule does not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This rule is 
technical in nature. It effects no 
substantive changes in HUD programs 
or policies. 

This rule was not listed in the 
Department's Semiannual Agenda 
published on October 29, 1990 (55 FR 
44530, 44553) under Executive Order 
12291 and the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 

Executive Order 12612, Federalism. 
The General Counsel, as the Designated 
Official under section 67(a) of Executive 
Order 12612, Federalism, has determined 
that the policies contained in this 
proposed rule do not have Federalism 
implications and, thus, are not subject to 
review under the Order. The rule is 
limited to clearing up any ambiguity in 
HUD’s regulations as currently drafted. 
No programmatic or policy changes 
result from its promulgation which affect 
existing relationships between Federal 
and State and local governments. 

Executive Order 12606, the Family. 
The General Counsel, as Designated 
Official under Executive Order 12606, 
The Family, has determined that this 
rule does not have a potential significant 
impact on family formation, 
maintenance, and general well-being, 
and, thus, is not subject to review under 
the Order. No significant change in 
existing HUD policies or programs will 
result from promulgation of this rule. 
(The Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
program number is 14.173) 


List of Subjects in 24 CFR Part 255 


Low and moderate income housing, 
Mortgage insurance, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 


Accordingly, 24 CFR part 255 is 
amended to read as follows: 


PART 255—COINSURANCE FOR THE 
PURCHASE OR REFINANCING OF 
EXISTING MULTIFAMILY HOUSING 
PROJECTS 


1. The authority citation for 24 CFR 
part 255 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 211, 244, National Housing 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1715b, 17152z-9); sec. 7(d), 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)). 

Section 255.1(c) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 255.1 Termination of program. 


= . 7 * 
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(c) Extensions of commitments for 
projects which had outstanding legally 
binding commitments as of November 
12, 1990 are limited as follows: 

(1) Conditional commitments may be 
extended not to exceed 180 days from 
the date of original issuance; 

(2) Firm commitments may be granted 
two 60-day extensions. 

However, should any underwriting 
conclusions be altered and reflected in 
the extension, the project must be 
submitted for precommitment review in 
accordance with paragraph (b) of this 
section. In the event an extension is 
required beyond those provided for in 
this paragraph, the case will be subject 
to the precommitment review process 
described in paragraph (b) of this 
section. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 

Arthur J. Hill, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Housing- 
Federal Housing Commissioner. 

[FR. Doc. 91-8487 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-27-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Office of the Secretary 


32 CFR Parts 1, 2, 3, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 


4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 

17, 18, 1 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 

ind 39 

R 


9, 20, 21, 
, 31, 32, 
33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38 a 


Defense A egulations 
Relating to Contracts Prior to 1984 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, DoD. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: Effective April 1, 1984, the 


Federal Acquisition Regulations System, 
which is codified in title 48 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, replaced the _ 
Defense Acquisition Regulations (DAR) 
(32 CFR chapter I, parts 1 through 39). 
The retention of the DAR in the CFR 
serves no useful purpose. Department of 
Defense contracts which were entered 
into during the period of time in which 
the DAR was in effect were subject to 
DAR provisions in effect on the date the 
contract was awarded, not on DAR 
provisions in effect on the date of the 
last full DAR text revision of the CFR 
(July 1, 1984). Therefore, this document 
removes 32 CFR parts 1-39. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 11, 1991. 
ADDRESSES: Defense Acquisition 
Regulatory System, OUSD({A)(DP) c/o 
3D139, ene Washington, DC 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION cont. ACT: - 
Ms. C. Naugle, telephone (703) 697-7266. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


PARTS 1 THROUGH 39 [REMOVED] 


Acc y, under the authority of 10 
US.C. 133, 32 CFR parts 1-39 which 
were last published in the Code of 
Federal Regulations as of July 1, 1984, 
Volumes I through III, are removed. 

Dated: April 8, 1991. 

L. M. Bynum, 

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 

[FR Doc. 91-8512 Filed 4~10-01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 117 

[CGD8-90-10] 


Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, TX 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SumMMARY: At the request of the Long 


Island Owner's Association, Inc., the 
Coast Guard is changing the regulation 
governing the operation of the Port 
Isabel pontoon bridge across the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway, mile 666.0, at 
Port Isabel, Cameron County, Texas, by 
permitting the number of openings to be 
limited for pleasure craft on weekdays, 
except holidays, between 5 a.m. and 8 
p.m. to every hour on the hour. The 
bridge will open on demand for all 
vessels at all other times and the bridge 
will continue to open on demand for 
commercial vessels at all times. This 
change is being made because of 
vehicular traffic congestion during the 
regulated period. This action will relieve 
vehicular traffic congestion while still 
providing for the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This regulation 
becomes effective on May 13, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. John Wachter, Bridge 
Administration Branch, Eighth Coast 
Guard District, telephone (504) 589-2965. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 10 
December 1990, the Coast Guard 
published a Supplemental Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (55 FR 50723) 
concerning this amendment. The 
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard 
District, also published the proposal as a 
Supplemental Public Notice dated 17 
December 1990. In each notice 
interested persons were given until 24 
January 1991 to submit comments. 
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Drafting Information 


The drafters of this regulation are Mr. 
John Wachter, project officer, and LT 
J.A. Wilson, project attorney. 


Discussion of Comments 


The supplemental public notice was 
issued in response to a previous notice 
issued on 10 July 1990, by the 
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard 
District, soliciting comments on a 
proposal to limit the number of openings 
for pleasure craft through the Port Isabel 
pontoon bridge, from 5 a.m. to 8 p.m. at 
all times. Sixty-one letters in support 
and twenty-nine letters of objection 
were received in response to that notice. 

After contacting the applicant and the 
objectors, an agreement was reached on 
a modification to the proposal which 
would require a supplemental notice. A 
supplemental notice of proposed 
rulemaking was published in the Federal 
Register, and a new supplemental public 
notice was issued, with copies mailed to 
all parties on the original mailing list, 
and to all of those who responded to the 
original notices. 

Five letters were received in response 
to Public Notice No. CGD8-21-90 {the 
supplemental notice) issued on 17 
December 1990. Two letters were in 
support of the proposed regulation, one 
letter expressed no objection, and two 
letters were opposed to the regulation. 
One person opposed the regulation on 
the grounds that an emergency might 
arise and the bridge would not open. 
The new regulation states that the draw 
shall open at any time for an emergency, 
or for a vessel in distress. The other 
letter of opposition cited safety as a 
factor in regulated closures. Since only 
pleasure craft will be affected, and there 
will be very. few of those, the Coast 
Guard has concluded that pleasure craft 
are not expected to be placed in an 
unduly hazardous situation as a result of 
this regulation and that the final rule 
will remain unchanged from the 
proposed rule. 


Federalism implications 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
the final rulemaking does not have 
sufficient federalism implications to 
warrant the preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 


Economic Assessment and Certification 


This regulation is considered to be 
non-major under Executive Order 12291 
on Federal Regulation and 
nonsignificant under Department of 
Transportation regulatory policies and 
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procedures (44 FR 11034: February 26, 
1979). 

The economic impact has been found 
to be so minimal that a full regulatory 
evaluation is unnecessary. The basis for 
this conclusion is that mariners 
requiring the bridge openings are repeat 
users of the waterway and scheduling 
their arrival at the bridge at the 
appointed time during the regulated 
period will eliminate delays in their 
passage through the bridge and should 
involve little or no additional expense to 
them. Since the economic impact of this 
regulation is expected to be minimal, the 
Coast Guard certifies that it will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Environmental Impact 


This rulemaking has been thoroughly 
reviewed by the Coast Guard and it has 
been determined to be categorically 
excluded from further environmental 
documentation in accordance with 
section 2.B.2.g.5 of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1B. A Categorical 
Exclusion Determination statement has 


been prepared and placed in the 
rulemaking document. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117 
Bridges. 

Regulations 
In consideration of the foregoing, part 


117 of title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended as follows: 


PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 


1. The authority citation for part 117 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499, 49 CFR 1.46; 33 
CFR 1.05-1(g). 


2. Section 117.968 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 117.968 Gulf Intracoastal Waterway. 


The draw of the Port Isabel bridge, 
mile 666.0, shall open on signal; except 
that, from 5 a.m. to 8 p.m. on weekdays 
only, excluding holidays, the draw. need 
open only on the hour for pleasure craft. 
The draw shall open on signal at any 
time for commercial vessels, for a vessel 
in distress, or for an emergency aboard 
a vessel. When the draw is open for a 
commercial vessel, waiting pleasure 
craft shall be passed. 


Dated: March 29, 1991. 
J.-M. Loy, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commander, 
Eighth Coast Guard District. 
[FR Doc. 91-8580 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-™ 


33 CFR Part 165 
[OGD11-90-07] 


Regulated Navigation Area: San Diego 
Bay, CA 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is 
establishing a regulated navigation area 
in San Diego Bay, California, consisting 
of the water area adjacent to the Naval 
Submarine Base at Ballast Point and 
extending eastward across the channel 
to the shore at the North Island Naval 
Air Station. This regulated navigation 
area is necessary to protect U. S. Naval 
vessels and personnel during submarine 
docking/undocking operations at the 
Ballast Point location. Entry into the 
regulated navigation area will be 
permitted during these operations, but 
vessels must travel at a speed such that 
they will not produce a wake. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 13, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lieutenant Edward Sinclair, Eleventh 
Coast Guard District Office, Aids to 
Navigation and Waterways 
Management Branch, 400 Oceangate, 
Long Beach, CA 90822-5399; telephone: 
(213) 499-5410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
Thursday, November 29, 1990, the Coast 
Guard published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking in the Federal Register for 
these regulations (55 FR 49537). 
Interested persons were requested to 
submit comnients and one comment was 
received. 


Drafting Information 


The drafters of these regulations are 
Lieutenant Edward Sinclair, Project 
Officer, Eleventh Coast Guard District, 
Aids to Navigation and Waterways 
Branch; Lieutenant Pat Keane, Project 
Officer, Marine Safety Office San Diego; 
and Lieutenant Commander Allen Lotz, 
Project Attorney, Eleventh Coast Guard 
District Legal Office. 


Discussion of Comments 


One comment was received 
concerning the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking preceding these regulations. 
The individual’s concern was about the 
enforcement of the no wake area and 
the need for vessel speed control 
throughout the entire bay. U.S. Navy 
and Coast Guard vessels will be tasked 
with enforcing the regulated. area during 
docking/undocking operations to ensure 
a no wake condition exists at the .. 
docking area. Speed control for the 
entire harbor is not addressed by these 
regulations. No changes to the 
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regulations were made based on the 
comments received. 


Regulatory Evaluation 


These regulations are considered to 
be non-major under Executive Order 
42291 and non-significant under the 
DOT policies and procedures (44 FR 
11034; February 26, 1979). The economic 
impact of these regulations is expected 
to be so minimal that a full regulatory 
evaluation is unnecessary. The 
regulations will be in effect only during 
actual docking/undocking evolutions, 
and the impacts on routine navigation 
are expected to be minimal. 

Since the impact of these regulations 
is expected to be minimal, the Coast 
Guard certifies that they will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 


These regulations contain no 


information collection or recordkeeping 
requirements. 


Federalism Assessment 


This action has been analyzed in 
accordance with the principles and 
criteria contained in Executive Order 
12612, and it has been determined that 
these regulations do not raise sufficient 
federalism implications to warrant the 
preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 


Environmental Assessment 


The Coast Guard has-considered the 
environmental impact of these 
regulations and concluded that under 
section 2.B.2.c of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1B, they will have no 
significant environmental impact and 
they are categorically excluded from 
further environmental documentation. 


List of Subjects 
33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 
(water), Security measures, Vessels, 
Waterways. 

In consideration of the foregoing, part 
165 of title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended as follows: 


PART 165—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read:as follows: - 

Authority: 33°U.S.C. 1231; 50/U.3.C. 191; 33 
CFR 1.05-1(g), 6.04-1, 6.04-6, and 160.5, 49 
CFR 1.46. 


2. Section 165.1108 is added to read as 
follows: 
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§ 165.1108 San Diego Bay, California. 


(a) Location. The area encompassed 
by the following geographic coordinates 
is a regulated navigation area: 
32°41'-24.6" N 117°-14'-21.9" W 
32°41'-24.2" N 117°-13'-58.5" W 
32°41'-34.2" N 117°-13'-37.2" W 

Thence south along the shoreline to 
32°41'-11.2" N 117°-13'-31.3" W 
32°41'-11.2” N 117°-13'-58.5" W 

Thence north along the shoreline to the 
point of origin. 

Datum: NAD 1983. 

(b) Regulations. (1) During submarine 
docking/undocking operations at the 
U.S. Naval Submarine Base on Ballast 
Point, San Diego Bay, California, 
mariners transiting within the regulated 
navigation area shall proceed at a speed 
that generates no wake from their 
vessel. 

(2) The Coast Guard will issue a 
Broadcast Notice to Mariners, and if 
time permits a Local Notice to Mariners, 
to inform the maritime community of the 
dates and times of the submarine 
docking/undocking operations covered 
by paragraph (b)(1). 

(3) The master and/or operator of a 
vessel within the regulated navigation 
area shall comply with any other orders 
or directions issued by the Coast Guard 
as required for the safety of the 
submarine docking/ undocking 
operations covered by paragraph (b)(1). 

Dated: February 6, 1991. 

M. E. Gilbert, 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Eleventh Coast Guard District. 

[FR Doc. 91-8506 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-™ 


[Regulation 91-04] 
33 CFR Part 165 


COTP Louisville, KY; Safety Zone 
Regulations; Louisville, KY 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Emergency rule. 


summary: The Coast Guard is 
establishing a safety zone for the Ohio 
River, miles 598.0 to 604.3. The zone is 
needed to protect all vessels and 
spectators from. a safety hazard 
associated with a fireworks display 
sponsored by The Kentucky Derby 
Festival Committee. Vessels will be 
allowed to transit the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.7 at a no wake 
speed. Entry into this zone between 
miles 603.7 and 604.3 is prohibited 


unless authorized by the Captain of the 


Port. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation 
becomes effective at 9 p.m. e.s.t. on 30 
April 1991. It terminates at 11 p.m. 

e.s.t. on 30 April 1991 unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LT. J.M. Michalowski (502) 582-5194. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was not published 
for this regulation and good cause exists 
for making it effective in less than 30 
days after Federal Register publication 
due to the short notice of the incident. 
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its 
effective date would be contrary to the 
public interest since immediate action is 
needed to respond to potential hazards 
to the vessels involved. 


Drafting Information 


The drafter of this regulation is LT 
J.M. Michalowski, project officer for the 


Captain of the Port 
Discussion of Regulation 


The event requiring this regulation 
will begin on 30 April 1991 at 9 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. and end on 30 April 1991 at 11 
p.m. e.d.s.t. The fireworks display will 
take place at 603.9 on the Ohio River. 
The river closure and speed control are 
needed to protect river traffic, 
spectators and moored vessels. 

This regulation is issued pursuant to 
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the 
authority citation for all of part 165 


Lists of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 


' (water), Security measures, Vessels, 


Waterways. 
Regulation 
In consideration of the foregoing, 


subpart C of part 165 of title 33, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 

1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50 
U.S.C. 191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 
6.04—1, 6.04-6, and 160.5. 


2. Anew § 165.T02011 is added to 
read as follows: 


§ 165.T02011 Safety zone: All waters of 
the Ohio River from mile 598.0 to 604.3. 


(a) Location. The following area is a 
safety zone: All waters of the Ohio River 
mile 598.0 to 604.3. 

(b) Effective date. This regulation 
becomes effective at 9 p.m. e.d.s.t..on 30 
April 1991. It terminates at 11 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. on’30 April 1991, unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with 
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the general regulations in § 165.23 of this 
part, vessels transiting the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.7 will proceed at a 
no wake speed. Entry into this zone 
between miles 603.7 and 604.3 is 
prohibited unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port. 

(1) The Captain of the Port's 
representative may be contacted on 
VHF radio Channel 16 during the event. 


Dated: March 19, 1991. 
D.W. Cleaveland, 


Captain of the Port, Lousville, Kentucky. 


(FR Doc. 91-8509 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-m 


33 CFR Part 165 


[COTP Wilmington Regulation (05-91-003)) 


Security Zone Regulations: Cape Fear 
River, North Carolina State Ports 
Authority, Wilmington, NC 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of termination of 
emergency rule under 33 CFR part 165. 


SUMMARY: The temporary security zone 
established by the Coast Guard in the 
Cape Fear River in the vicinity of the 
North Carolina State Ports Authority 
(NCSPA) is terminated effective 3 p.m. 
28 February 1991. The regulation for this 
temporary security zone is established 
and terminated at the direction of the 
Captain of the Port Wilmington, North 
Carolina by notice in the Federal 
Register. The temporary security zone 
was placed in effect by a Federal 
Register notice published on February 7, 
1991 (Vol. 56, No. 26, Page 4943). The 
purpose of this temporary security zone 
was to provide security for Operation 
Desert Storm. The temporary security 
zone is hereby terminated: 

bates: Effective termination date: 3 
p.m., 28 February 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LCDR P.A. Richardson, c/o U.S. Coast 
Guard, Captain of the Port, Wilmington, 
272 N. Front Street, suite 500, 
Wilmington, NC 28401-3907; telephone 
(919) 343-4881. 


Dated: March 1, 1991. 
Pj. Pluta, 


Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the 
Port, Wilmington, North Carolina: 


[FR Doc..91-8505 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-™ 
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33 CFR Part 165 

[COTP Louisville, KY; Regulation 91-02] 
Safety Zone Regulations: Louisville, 
KY 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Emergency rule. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is 
establishing a safety zone for the Ohio 
River, miles 598.0 to 604.3. The zone is 
needed to protect all vessels and 
spectators from a safety hazard 
associated with a fireworks display and 
air show sponsored by The Kroger 
Company. Vessels will be allowed to 
transit the zone between miles 598.0 and 
603.2 at a no wake speed. Entry into this 
zone between miles 603.2 and 604.3 is 
prohibited unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation 
becomes effective 3:00 p.m. e.s.t. on 21 
April 1991. It terminates at 11:00 p.m. 
e.s.t. on 21 April 1991 unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LT J.M. Michalowski, (502) 582-5194. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was not published 
for this regulation and good cause exists 
for making it effective i in less than 30 
days after Federal Register publication 
due to the short notice ae the incident. 
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its 
effective date would be contrary to the 
public interest since immediate action is 
needed to respond to potential hazards 
to the vessels involved. 


Drafting Information 
The drafter of this regulation is LT 


J.M. Michalowski, project officer for the 
Captain of the Port. 
Discussion of Regulation 

The event requiring this regulation 
will begin on 21 April 1991 at 3 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. and end on 21 April 1991 at 11 
p.m. e.d.s.t. The fireworks display and 
air show will take place between mile 
603.5 and 603.9 on the Ohio River. The 
river closure and speed control are 
needed to protect river traffic, 
spectators and moored vessels. 

This regulation is issued pursuant to 
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set. out in the 
authority citation for all of part 165. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 
(water), Security measures, Vessels, 
Waterways. 


Regulation 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
subpart C of part 165 of title 33, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 


PART 165—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50 


U.S.C. 191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 
6.04-1, 6.04-6, and 160.5. 


2. Anew § 165.T02009 is added to 
read as follows: 


§ 165.T02009. Safety Zone: All waters of 
the Ohio River from Mile 598.0 to 604.3. 

(a) Location. The following area is a 
safety zone: All waters of the Ohio River 
Mile 598.0 to 604.3. 

(b) Effective Date. This regulation 
becomes effective at 3 p.m. e.d.s.t. on 21 
April 1991. It terminates at 11 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. 21 on April 1991, unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 

(c) Regulations. (1} In accordance with 
the general regulations in § 165.23 of this 
part, vessels transiting the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.2 will proceed at a 
no wake speed. Entry into this zone 
between miles 603.2 and 604.3 is 
prohibited unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port. 

(2) The Captain of the Port's 
representative may be contacted on 
VHF radio Channel 16 during the event. 

Dated: March 19, 1991. 
D.W. Cleaveland, 
Captain of the Port, Louisville, Kentucky. 


Doc. 91-8507 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


33 CFR Part 165 

{COTP Louisville, KY; Regulation 91-03] 
Safety Zone Regulations: Louisvitie, 
KY 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Emergency rule. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is 
establishing a safety zone for the Ohio 
River, miles 598.0 to.604.3. The zone is 
needed to protect all vessels and: 
spectators from a safety hazard 
associated with a fireworks display 
sponsored by The Kentucky Derby 
Festival Committee. Vessels will be 
allowed to transit the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.7 at a no wake 
speed. Entry into this zone between 
miles 603.7 and 604.3 is prohibited 
unless authorized by ma Captain of the 
Port. 
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EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation 
becomes effective at 9:00 p.m. e.s.t. on 28 
Apri! 1991. It terminates 11:00 p.m. e.s.t. 
on 28 April 1991 unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LT J.M. Michalowski (502) 582-5194. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was not published 
for this regulation and good cause exists 
for making it effective in less than 30 
days after Federal Register publication 
due to the short notice of the incident. 
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its 
effective date would be contrary to the 
public interest since immediate action is 
needed to respond to potential hazards 
to the vessels involved. 


Drafting Information 


The drafter of this regulation is LT 
}.M. Michalowski, project officer for the 
Captain of the Port. 


Discussion of Regulation 


The event requiring this regulation 
will begin on 28 April 1991 at 9 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. and end on 28 April 1991 at 11 
p.m. e.d.s.t. The fireworks display will 
take place at 603.9 on the Ohio River. 
The river closure and speed control are 
needed to protect river traffic, 
spectators and moored vessels. 

This regulation is issued pursuant to 
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the 
authority citation for all of part 165. 


Lists of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 
(water), Security Measures, Vessels, 
Waterways. 


Regulation 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
subpart C of part 165 of title 33, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 


PART 165—{AMENDED] 
1. The authority citation for part 165 


continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50 
U.S.C. 191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1{g), 
6.04-1. 6.04-6, and 160.5. 


2. Anew § 165.T02010 is added to 
read as follows: 


§ 165.T02010 Safety Zone: All waters of 


_ the Ohio River from Mite 598.0 to 604.3. 


(a) Location. The following area is a 
safety zone: All waters of the Ohio River 
Mile 598.0 to 604.3. 3 

(b) Effective Date. This sigiietion 
becomes éffective at 9 p.m. e.d.s.t. on 28 
April 1991: It-terminates at 11-p.m. 
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e.d.s.t. on 28 April 1991, unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with 
the general regulations in § 165.23 of this 
part, vessels transiting the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.7 will proceed at a 
no wake speed. Entry into this zone 
between miles 603.7 and 604.3 is 
prohibited unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port. 

(2) The Captain of the Port's 
representative may be contacted on 
VHF radio Channel 16 during the event. 


Dated: March 19, 1991. 
D.W. Cleaveland, 
Captain of the Port, Louisville, Kentucky. 


[FR Doc. 91-8508 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


33 CFR Part 165 
[COTP Louisville, KY; Regulation 91-05] 


Safety Zone Regulations: Louisville, 
KY 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Emergency rule. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is 
establishing a safety zone for the Ohio 
River, miles 598.0 to 604.3. The zone is 
needed to protect all vessels and 
spectators from a safety hazard 
associated with a fireworks display 
sponsored by The Beach Bash 
Community Promotion. Vessels will be 
allowed to transit the zone between 
miles 598.0 and 603.2 at a no wake 
speed. Entry into this zone between 
miles 603.2 and 604.3 is prohibited 
unless authorized by the Captain of the 
Port. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation 
becomes effective at 9:00 p.m. e.s.t: on 27 
May 1991. It terminates at 11 p.m. e.s.t. 
on 27 May 1991 unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LT J.M. Michalowski (502), 582-5194. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with 5 U.S. 553, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was not published 
for this regulation and good cause exists 
for making it effective in less than 30 
days after Federal Register publication 
due to the short notice of the incident. 
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its 
effective date would be contrary to the 
public interest since immediate action is 
needed to respond to potential hazards 
to the vessels involved. 


Drafting Information 


The drafter of this regulation is LT 
J.M. Michalowski, project officer for the 
Captain of the Port. 


Discussion of Regulation 


The event requiring this regulation 
will begin on 27 May 1991 at 9 p.m. 
e.d.s.t. and end on 27 May 1991 at 11 
p.m. e.d.s.t. The fireworks display will 
take place at 603.5 on the Ohio River. 
The river closure and speed control are 
needed to protect river traffic, 
spectators and moored vessels. 

This regulation is issued pursuant to 
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the 
authority citation for all of part 165. 


Lists of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 
(water), Security measures, Vessels, 
Waterways. 


Regulation 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
subpart C of part 165 of title 33, Code of 


Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 


PART 165—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50 
U.S.C. 191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 
6.041, 6.04-6, and 160.5. 


2. A new § 165.T02012 is added to 
read as follows: 


§ 165.T02012 Safety Zone: All waters of 
the Ohio River from Mile 598.0 to 604.3. 


(a) Location. The following area is a 
safety zone: All waters of the Ohio River 
Mile 598.0 to 604.3. 

(b) Effective Date. This regulation 
becomes effective at 9 p.m. e.d.s.t. on 27 
May 1991. It terminates at 11 p.m. e.d.s.t. 
on 27 May 1991, unless sooner 
terminated by the Captain of the Port. 

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with the 
general regulations in § 165.23 of this part, 
vessels transiting the zone between miles 
598.0 and 603.2 will proceed at a no wake 
speed. Entry into this zone between miles 
603.2 and 604.3 is prohibited unless 
authorized by the Captain of the Port. 

(2) The Captain of the Port's 
representative may be contacted on 
VHF radio Channel 16 during the event. 


Dated: March 19, 1991. 
D.W. Cleaveland, 
Captain of the Port, Louisville, Kentucky. 
[FR Doc. 91-8510 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 
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33 CFR Part 165 


[COTP Los Angeles/ 
Regulation 91-05) 


Long Beach; 


Security Zone Regulations: Port of 
Long Beach, CA 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Coast Guard established 
a Security Zone of the navigable waters 
of Los Angeles/Long Beach harbors 
seaward of the Long Beach Naval 
Station Mole which was published in 56 
FR 4559 dated 05 Feb 91. Due to the 
cessation of hostilities in the Mid East 
this security zone is no longer needed. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: This regulation 
becomes effective 01 April 1991. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LT R. F. Shields at (213) 499-5570. 


Drafting Information 


The drafters of this regulation are LT 
R. F. Shields project officer for the 
Captain of the Port, and LCDR A. Lotz, 
project attorney, Eleventh Coast Guard 
District Legal Office. 


Discussion of Regulation 


The incident which required this 
regulation began at 12 noon, on January 
25, 1991. This Security Zone was 
necessary to ensure the security of 
military activities at Naval Station Long 
Beach during Operation Desert Storm. 
Due to the cessation of hostilities in the 
Mid East this security zone is no longer 
needed. 


List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 


Harbors marine safety, Navigation 
(water), Security measures, Vessels, 
Waterways. 


Regulation: 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
subpart D of part 165 of title 33, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows: 


PART 165—[AMENDED] 
1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231; 50 
U.S.C. 191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 
6.04~1, 6.04-6 and 160.5. 


§ 165.T1105 [Removed] 
2. Section 165.T1105 is removed. 
Dated: April 1, 1991. 

J. B. Morris, 


Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of tne 
Port, Los Angeles/Long Beach, 


[FR Doc. 91-8581 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-™ : 





DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 Part 1 


Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 
CFR Correction 


In the July 1, 1990 revision of title 37 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, on 
page 14, column two, in § 1.8, 
paragraphs (a)(2)(xiv), (xv), and (xvi) 
were inadvertently placed after 
paragraph (b). These paragraphs should 
be correctly placed after paragraph 
(a)(2){xiii) and before paragraph (b), in 
column one. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 


38 CFR Part 21 
RIN 2900-AE56 


Statutory Changes Affecting the 
Vocational Rehabilitation Program 


AGENCY: Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Veterans’ Benefits 
Amendments of 1989 eliminate 
requirements for reducing payment of an 
allowance to veterans in non-college 
degree programs when the veteran is 
absent for more than 30 days during a 
12-month period. In addition the 
provisions for work-study allowances 
are amended to allow the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to base payment on the 
higher of the Federal minimum wage or 
the State minimum wage, enable 
veterans pursuing training on a three- 
quarter or greater rate to participate in 
the work-study program, and make 
certain other changes. The intended 
effect of these regulatory amendments is 
to implement the provisions of the law. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 13, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Morris Triestman, (202) 233-6496, 
Rehabilitation Consultant, Policy and 
Program Development, Vocational 
Rehabilitation Service, Veterans 
Benefits Administration, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, 810 Vermont Avenue 
NW.., Washington, DC 20420, (202) 233- 
6496. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the law veterans who are pursuing 
programs of education or training may 
be eligible for work-study allowance 
benefits. Public Law 101-237, the 
Veterans’ Benefits Amendments of 1989, 


made a number of changes in this 
program. In addition provisions 
requiring reduction of subsistence 
allowance payments to students 
pursuing non-college degree programs if 
the student exceeds 30 days of absence 
in a 12-month period were eliminated. 

Proposed regulatory amendments 
implementing these changes were 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 24, 1990 (55 FR 39013). 
Interested persons were given 30 days in 
which to submit their comments, 
suggestions or objections to the 
proposed regulatory amendments. We 
received one comment on the proposed 
regulatory amendments from an official 
of a state education department. The 
commenter supported the proposed 
changes. Since no obiections or 
suggestions for change were received, 
these amendments are adopted as final. 

VA has determined that these 
regulations do not contain a major rule 
as that term is defined in Executive 
Order 12291, Federal Regulation. These 
amendments will not have a $100 million 
annual effect on the economy, will not 
cause a major increase in costs or 
prices, and will not have any other 
significant adverse effects on the 
economy. 

These regulatory amendments are 
retroactively effective. The amendments 
affecting leaves of absence for veterans 
in non-college degree programs are 
effective December 18, 1989, the date of 
enactment. Amendments to the work- 
study program are effective May 1, 1990, 
as provided by section 406, Public Law 
101-237. These are interpretive rules 
which implement statutory provisions. - 

Moreover, VA finds that good cause 
exists for making these rules 
retroactively effective. A delayed 
effective date would be contrary to 
statutory design; would complicate 
implementation of this provision of law; 
and might result in a denial of a benefit 
to a veteran who is entitled by law to 
that benefit. 

The Secretary certifies that these 
amendments will not, if promulgated, 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities as 
they are defined in the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (RFA) 5 U.S.C. 601-612. 
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), these rules 
are therefore exempt from the initial and 
final flexibility analyses requirements of 
sections 603 and 604. The reasons for 
this certification are that the 
amendments only affect the rights of 
individual beneficiaries. No new 
regulatory burdens are imposed on 
small entities by these amendments. 


(The Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number is 64.116.) 
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List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 21 


Civil rights, Claims, Education, Grant 
programs, Loan programs, 
requirements, Schools, Veterans, 
Vocational Educational, Vocational 
rehabilitation. 


Approved: March 5, 1991. 
Edward J. Derwinski, 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 


PART 21—[AMENDED] 


38 CFR Part 21, Vocational 
Rehabilitation and Education is- 
amended as follows: 

1. In § 21.272 paragraphs (a) and (d) 
through (f) are revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 21.272. Work-study allowance. 


(a) Eligibility. Veterans who are 
pursuing a rehabilitation program under 
chapter 31 on a three-quarter or full-time 
basis are eligible to receive a work- 
study allowance. 

(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 1504{a)(4), 1685, Pub. 
L. 101-237.) 


* * * ® * 


(d) Rate of payment. (1) In return for 
the veterans’ agreement to perform 
services for VA totaling 25 times the 
number of weeks contained in an 
enrollment period, VA will pay an 
allowance equal to the higher of: 

(i) The hourly minimum wage in effect 
under section 6{a) of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 times the number 
of hours the veteran has agreed to work; 
or 

(ii) The hourly minimum wage under 
comparable law of the State in which 
the services are to be performed times 
the number of hours the veteran has 
agreed to work. 

(2) VA will pay proportionately less to 
a veteran who agrees to perform a lesser 
number of hours of services. 

(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 1504{a}(4), 2685, Pub. 
L. 101-237.) 


(e} Payment in advance. VA will pay 
in advance an amount equal to 40 
percent of the total amount payable 
under the contract. 


(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 1504{a)(4), 1685.) 


(f) Veteran reduces rate of training. In 
the event the veteran reduces his or her 
training to less than three-quarter time 
before completing an agreement, the 
veteran, with the approval of the 
Director of the VA field station, or 
designee, may be permitted to complete 
the portions of an agreement in the same 
or immediately following term, quarter 
or semester in which the veteran ceases 
to be at least a three-quarter time 
student. 
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(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 1504(a)(4), 1685, Pub. 
L. 101-237.) 


* * * * . 


§21.342 [Amended] 

2. In § 21.342, remove the words 
“offered by an institution of higher 
learning which leads to a standard 
college degree” from paragraph (b) and 
add “; Pub. L. 101-237” after “38 U.S.C. 
1510" i in the authority citation at the end 
of the section. 


§ 21.344 [Amended] 

3. In § 21.344, remove the words “for a 
veteran in a program leading to a 
standard college degree” from 
paragraph (c)(2) and add “; Pub. L. 101- 
237” after “38 U.S.C. 1510” in the 
authority citation at the end of the 
section. 


[FR Doc. 91-8461 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


44 CFR Part 65 
“Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Modified base (100-year) 


flood elevations are finalized for the 
communities listed below. 

These modified elevations will be 
used in calculating flood insurance 
premium rates for new buildings and 
their contents and for second layer 
coverage on existing buildings and their 
contents. 

DATES: The effective dates for these 
modified base flood elevations are 
indicated on the following table and 
revise the Flood Insurance Rate Map{(s) 
{FIRMs) in effect for each listed 
community prior to this date. 


FEMA-7002) 


ADDRESSES: The modified base flood 
elevations for each community are 
available for inspection at the office of 
the Chief Executive Officer of each 
community. The respective addresses 
are listed in the following table. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William R. Locke, Chief, Risk 
Studies Division, Federal Insurance 
Administration, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472, (202) 646-2754. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Management 
Agency gives notice of the final 
determinations of modified base flood 
elevations for each community listed. 
These modified elevations have been 
published in newspaper(s) of local 
circulation and ninety (90) days have 
elapsed since that publication. The 
Administrator has resolved any appeals 
resulting from this notification. 

Numerous changes made in the base 
{100-year) flood elevations on the FIRMs 
for each community make it 
administratively infeasible to publish, in 
this notice, all of the changes contained 
on the maps. However, this rule includes 
the address of the Chief Executive 
Officer of the community, where the 
modified base flood elevation 
determinations are made available for 
inspection. 

The modifications are made pursuant 
to section 206 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) 
and are in accordance with the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, (Pub. L. 90- 
448), 42 U.S.C. 4002-4128, and 44 CFR 
part 65. 

For rating purposes, the currently 
effective community number is shown 
and must be used for all new policies 
and renewals. 

The modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are the basis for the 
floodplain management measures that 
the community is required to either 
adopt or show evidence of being already 
in effect in order to qualify or to remain 
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qualified for participation in the 
National Flood Insurance Program. 
These modified elevations, together 
with the management 
measures required by § 60.3 of the 
program regulations, are the minimum 
that are required. They should not be 
construed to mean that the community 
must change any existing ordinances 
that are more stringent in their 
floodplain management requirements. 
The community may at any time enact 
stricter requirements of its own, or 
pursuant to policies established by other 
Federal, state or regional entities. 
These modified base flood elevations 
shall be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their 
contents and for second layer coverage 
on existing buildings and their contents. 
The changes in base flood elevations 
are in accordance with 44 CFR 65.4. 
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Administrator, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that this rule, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This rule provides routine legal notice of 
technical revisions made to designated 
special flood hazard areas on the basis 
of updated information and imposes no 
new requirements or regulations on 
participating communities. 


List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 65 
Flood insurance, floodplains. 


1. The authority citation for part 65 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq., 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O. 12127. 
§65.4 [Amended] 


2. Section 65.4 is amended by adding, 
in alphabetic sequence, new entries to 
the table. 





s 
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(Docket No. FEMA- 
7011). 


Du Page (Docket No. 
FEMA-7008). 


Livingston (FEMA 
Docket No. 7005). 


St. John the Baptist 
Parish (FEMA 
Docket No. 7002). 


Dakota (Docket No. 
FEMA-7011). 


Licking (Docket No. 
FEMA-7009). 


Lexington (Docket No. 
FEMA-7009). 


Shelby (Docket No. Unincorporated areas.... 


FEMA-7009). 


Shelby (Docket No. Unic. areas of Shelby 


FEMA-7011). County. 


Dec. 7, 1990, Dec. 14, | The Honorable John 


1990, The Daily 


Nov. 8, 1990, Nov. 15, 


1990, Lisle Sun. 


..| Oct. 11, 1990, Oct. 
18, 1990, Denham 
Springs-Livi 


Parish News. 


.«| Oct. 4, 1990, Oct..11, 


1990, The Mary 
Times-Press. 


Dec. 13, 1990, Dec. 
20, 1990, Dakota 
Tribune. 


Stark, Village 
President, Village of 
Bartlett, 228 South 
Main Street, Bartlett, 
Iinois 60103. 

The Honorable Ronald 


Ghilardi, Mayor, Village 


427, Livingston Parish, 
Louisiana 70754. 

The Honorable Lester J. 
Millet, Jr., Parish 


President, St. John the 


Baptist Parish, 1801 
West Airline Highway, 
LaPlace, Louisiana 
70068. 


Court House, room 
112, Snow Hill, 
Maryland 21863. 

The Honorable Duane 
Zaun, Mayor, City of 
Lakeville, 8747-208th 
Street, P.O. Box 957, 
Lakeville, Minnesota 
55044-8012. 

The Honorable John C. 
Geller, Mayor, City of 
Heath, 1287 Hebron 
Road, Heath, Ohio 
43056. 

The Honorable Archie G. 
Moore, Mayor, City of 
Cayce, 1800 Twelfth 
Street, P.O. Box 2004, 
Cayce, South Carolina 
29171. 

The Honorable Phillip 
Wittenberg, Chief 


The Honorable Phillip 
Wittenberg, Chief 
Shelby County, 160 
North Mid-America 
Mall, suite 850, 
Memphis, Tennessee 
38103. 


170211 


220113 B 


270107 


450131 


470214 


470214 
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Issued: March 28, 1991. 
C.M. “Bud” Schauerte, 
Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 91-8561 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 


a4 CFR Part 65 
[Docket Number FEMA-7018] 


Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Interim rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule lists communities 


where modification of the base (100- 
year) flood elevations is appropriate 
because of new scientific or technical 
data. New flood insurance premium 
rates will be calculated from the 
modified base (100-year) elevations for 
new buildings and their contents and for 
second layer coverage on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

DATES: These modified base flood 
elevations are currently in effect and 
revise the Flood Insurance Rate Map(s} 
(FIRMs) in effect prior to this 
determination for each listed 
community. 

From the date of the second 
publication of these changes in a 
newspaper of local circulation, any 
person has ninety (90) days in which he 
_ can request through the community that 
the Administrator reconsider the 
changes. The modified elevations may 
be changed during the 90-day period. 


POI reich estonia 


CONDADO «ne caeencereeene cons 


ADDRESSES: The modified base flood 
elevations for each community are 
available for inspection at the office of 
the Chief Executive Officer of each 
community. The respective addresses 
are listed in the following table. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William R. Locke, Chief, Risk 
Studies Division, Federal Insurance 
Administration, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472, (202) 646-2754. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Numerous changes made in the base 
(100-year) flood elevations on the FIRMs 
for each community make it 
administratively infeasible to publish, in 
this notice, all of the changes contained 
on the maps. However, this rule includes 
the address of the Chief Executive 
Officer of the community, where the 
modified base flood elevation 
determinations are made available for 
inspection. 

Any request for reconsideration must 
be based upon knowledge of changed 
conditions, or upon new scientific or 
technical data. 

The modifications are made pursuant 
to Section 206 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) 
and are in accordance with the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as 
amended, (title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 44 CFR 
65.4.) 

For rating purposes, the currently 
effective community number is shown 
and must be used for all new policies 
and renewals. 

The modified base {100-year) flood 
elevations are the basis for the 
floodplain management measures that 
the community is required to either 
adopt or show evidence of being already 
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in effect in order to qualify or to remain 
qualified for participation in the 
National Flood insurance Program. 
These modified elevations, together 
with the floodplain management 
measures required by 60.3 of the 
program regulations, are the minimum 
that are required. They should not be 
construed to mean that the community 
must change any existing ordinances 
that are more stringent in their 
floodplain management requirements. 
The community may at any time enact 
stricter requirements of its own, or 
pursuant to policies established by other 
Federal, state or regional entities. 
The changes in base flood elevations 
are in accordance with 44 CFR 65.4. 
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.5.C. 
605(b), the Administrator, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that this rule, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This rule provides routine legal notice of 
technical revisions made to designated 
special flood hazard areas on the basis 
of updated information and imposes no 
new requirements or regulations on 
participating communities. 
List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 65 
Flood insurance, floodplains. 


PART 65—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 65 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq., 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O. 12127. 
§65.4 [Amended] 

2. Section 65.4 is amended by adding, 


in alphabetic sequence, new entries to 
the table. 
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Date and name of 


Location newspaper where 
notice was published 


Unincorporated areas....| Mar. 14, 1991, Mar. 
21, 1991, The 


Republican. 


Feb. 21, 1991, Feb. 
28, 1991, 
Indianapolis Star. 


Mar. 15, 1991, Mar. 
22, 1991, The 
Asheville Times. 


Mar. 14, 1991, Mar. 
21, 1991, The 
Norman Transcript. 


Feb. 27, 1991, Mar. 6, 


1991, Laurens 
County Advertiser. 


Fort Bend County 
Levee improvement 
District No. 7. 


Apr. 4, 1991, Apr. 11, 
1991, The Herald 
Coaster. 


Unincorporated areas....| Apr. 4, 1991, Apr. 11, 
1991, The Herald 


Coaster. 


City of Amarillo Mar. 19, 1991, Mar. 
26, 1991, The 
Amarilio Globe 


News. 


Unincorporated areas....| Feb. 21, 1991, Feb. 
28, 1991, The 


Ledger Press. 


Chief executive officer of Effective date of Community 
community modification No. 


The Honorable Hursel Mar. 1, 1991 180415 


Box 97, Danville, 
Indiana 46122. 

The Honorabie William H. 
Hudnut Ill, Mayor, City 
of Indianapolis, 2501 
City-County Building, 
Indianapolis, Indiana 
46204. 

The Honorable Kenneth 
Michalove, Mayor, City 
of Asheville, 70 Court 
Plaza, Asheville, North 
Carolina 28801. 

The Honorable Vick 
Reynolds, Mayor of the 
City of Norman, P.O. 
Box 370, Norman, 
Oklahoma 73070. 

The Honorable Bob 
Dominick, Mayor, City 
of Laurens, P.O. Box 
519, Laurens, South 
Carolina 29360. 

Mr. Timothy G. Green, 
Attorney for the 
District, c/o Rose & 
Ryman, Inc., 6671 SW 
Freeway, suite 500, 
Houston, Texas 77074. 

The Honorable Jodie 
Stavinoha, Fort Bend 
County Judge, P.O. 
Box 368, Richmond, 
Texas 77469. 

The Honorable Keith 
Adams, Mayor of the 
City of Amarillo, Potter 
& Randall Counties, 
P.O. Box 1971, 
Amarillo, Texas 79186. 

The Honorable A. Stanley 
Anderson, Chairman, 
Polk County Board, 
Polk County 
Courthouse, Balsam 
Lake, Wisconsin 54810. 


180159 


370032 


450125 


481594 B&C 


480228 B&C 


480529 A 


550577 


Issued: March 28, 1991. 
C.M. “Bud” Schauerte, 


Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 


[FR Doc. 91-8562 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


50 CFR Part 672 
[Docket No. 901184-1042] 
Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of closure. 


SUMMARY: The Director, Alaska Region, 
NMFS (Regional Director), has 
determined that the total allowable 
catch (TAC) amounts specified for the 
following fisheries will soon be reached: 
Pollock in the Eastern Regulatory Area, 
Pacific Ocean perch in the Central 
Regulatory Area, the shortraker/ 
rougheye rockfish group in the Western 
Regulatory Area, and trawl sablefish in 
the combined Southeast Outside/East 
Yakutat District. The Secretary of 
Commerce (Secretary) requires that, in 
the cited fisheries, these species or 
species groups be treated as a 
prohibited species and be discarded. 
These actions are necessary to prevent 
the TAC amounts of the affected species 
or species groups from being exceeded.. 
The intent of these actions is to ensure 


optimum use of groundfish while : 
conserving individual groundfish stocks. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: The closures to 
retention of pollock in the Eastern 
Regulatory area, Pacific Ocean perch in 
the Central Regulatory area, and the 
shortraker/rougheye rockfish group in 
the Western Regulatory area are 
effective from 12 noon Alaska local time 
(A.Lt.), April 8, 1991, through the 
remainder of the fishing year. The 
closure to retention of sablefish by 
vessels fishing with trawl gear in the 
Southeast Outside/East Yakutat 
combined District is effective from 12 
noon A.L.t., April 12, 1991, through the 
remainder of the fishing year. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jessica A. Gharrett, Resource 
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Management Specialist, NMFS, 907-586- 
7229. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Fishery Management Plan for 
Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska (FMP) 
governs the groundfish fishery in the 
exclusive economic zone within the Gulf 
of Alaska under the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act. The 
FMP was prepared by the North Pacific 
Fishery Management Council and was 
implemented by regulations appearing 
at 50 CFR 611.92 and parts 620 and 672. 

The amount of a species or species 
group apportioned to a fishery, the total 
allowable catch (TAC), is defined at 
§ 672.20(c)(1). 

The final notice of 1991 initial 
specifications of groundfish established 
TACs as follows: for Pacific Ocean 
perch in the Central Regulatory Area, 
1,798 metric tons (mt); for the 
shortraker/rougheye rockfish group in 
the Western Regulatory Area, 100 mt; 
and for sablefish in the combined 
Southeast Outside/East Yakutat 
District, 4,950 mt. This notice further 
established the trawl gear share of 
sablefish in the combined Southeast 
Outside/East Yakutat District as 250 mt 
(56 FR 5159, February 8, 1991). The 
interim TAC of pollock for the Eastern 


Regulatory Area, 850 mt, remains in 
effect. 

Under § 672.20(c)(3), if the Regional 
Director determines that the TAC for 
any target species, or for the “other 
species” category, in a regulatory area 
or district has been or will be reached, 
the Secretary will publish a notice in the 
Federal Register declaring that the 
species or species group is to be treated 
in the same manner as a prohibited 
species under § 672.20(e) in all or part of 
that area or district. Furthermore, under 
§ 672.20(c)(1); if the Regional Director 
determines that vessels using trawl gear 
have harvested the trawl gear share of 
sablefish while fishing in the Southeast 
Outside/East Yakutat District, further 
trawl catches of sablefish in these 
districts must be treated as a prohibited 
species and discarded. 

The TACs of shortraker/rougheye 
rockfish group in the Western 
Regulatory Area, and Pacific Ocean 
perch in the Central Regulatory Area, 
trawl share of sablefish in the combined 
Southeast Outside/East Yakutat 
District, and the interim TAC of pollock 
in the Eastern Regulatory Area will soon 
be reached. The Secretary is prohibiting 
further retention of these species in the 
applicable Areas and Districts, and with 
the applicable gears for the remainder of 
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the fishing year. If the Secretary 
implements a final pollock TAC for 1991, 
directed fishing for pollock in the 
Eastern Regulatory Area could resume 
at that time. 

After the effective date of these 
closures, shortraker/rougheye rockfish 
in the Western Regulatory Area, Pacific 
Ocean perch in the Central Regulatory 
Area, and pollock in the Eastern 
Regulatory Area harvested with any 
gear and sablefish in the combined 
Southeast Outside/East Yakutat District 
harvested with trawl gear must be 
treated in the same manner as a 
prohibited species and discarded. 


Classification 


This action is taken under 50 CFR 
672.20 and is in compliance with 
Executive Order 12291. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 672 


Fish, Fisheries, Recordkeeping and 
reporting requirements. 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq. 

Dated: April 8, 1991. 
Richard H. Schaefer, 
Director of Office of Fisheries, Conservation 


and Management, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 


[FR Doc. 91-8614 Filed 48-91; 4:19 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 





Proposed Rules 


AGENCY: Office of Finance and 
Management, Department of Agriculture 
(USDA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposed rule 
implements the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Circular No. A-133, 
“Audits of Institutions of Higher 
Education and Other Nonprofit 
Organizations,” in title 7 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) part 3051. 

This proposed rule supersedes the 
audit requirements found in § 3015.77, 
subpart I, part 3015. This section is 
removed and reserved for future use. 
OMB Circular No. A-133 supersedes 
Attachment F, subparagraph 2h, of OMB 
Circular No. A-110, “Uniform 
Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and other Agreements with Institutions 
of Higher Education, Hospitals, and 
other Nonprofit Organizations.” 
- . This proposed rule establishes USDA 

audit requirements and defines USDA 
responsibilities for implementing and 
monitoring such requirements for 
institutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit institutions receiving 
USDA awards. 


DATES: Comments must be received by 
May 28, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: Submit written comments 
to: Catherine E. Cronin, Audit Liaison 
Team, Federal Assistance and Fiscal 
Policy Division, Office of Finance and 
Management (OFM), Room 3031 South 
Building, 14th & Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


Ms. Catherine E. Cronin at (202) 447— 
4949. 


Federal Register 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Executive Order 12291 


This proposed rule has been reviewed 
under Executive Order 12291 and 
Departmental Regulation 1512-1 and it 
has been determined that this is not a 
“major rule.” The proposed rule will not 
have an annual effect on the national 
economy of $100 million or more; nor 
will the proposed rule result in a major 
increase in costs or prices to consumers, 
individual industries, government 
agencies, or geographic regions. This 
proposed rule will not result in 
significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United Siates based 
enterprises to compete with foreign 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 


Executive Order 12612 

USDA has evaluated this proposed 
rule under Executive Order 12612, 
pertaining to Federalism. This proposed 
rule will affect institutions of higher 
education and other nonprofit 
institutions receiving Federal awards. 
The proposed rule will increase their 
administrative discretion with regard to 
the conduct of audits. For this reason, 
USDA has determined that this 
proposed rule will not have sufficient 
Federalism implications to warrant the 
preparation of a Federalism 
Assessment. 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

This proposed rule has also been 
reviewed with regard to the 
requirements of Public Law No. 96-354. 
The Department has certified that this 
proposed rule will not, under the criteria 
of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
because it does not affect the amount of 
funds provided in the covered programs, 
but rather modifies and consolidates 
administrative and procedural 
requirements. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 

In accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3507), 
any applicable reporting and 
recordkeeping provisions required by 
this.proposed rule must be’submitted to 
OMB and would not be effective until 
OMB approves them. USDA certifies 
that this proposed rule does not impose 
any reporting or recordkeeping: 
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requirements under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980. 


Background 

A notice requesting comments on 
proposed OMB Circular No. A-133 was 
published on November 10, 1988, in the 
Federal Register. 53 FR 45744. The 
USDA submitted to OMB a consolidated 
Departmental position and comments on 
January 31, 1989. OMB published 
Circular No. A-133 in final form with 
comments and responses on March 16, 
1990. 55 FR 10019. The provisions of 
Circular A-133 apply to audits of 
nonprofit institutions for fiscal years 
beginning on or after January 1, 1990. 
USDA proposes to adopt OMB Circular 
No. A-133 and will apply the principles 
to institutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit organizations when the 
proposed rule becomes final. It is 
important that USDA issue 
implementing regulations for institutions 
of higher education and other nonprofit 
organizations so they can make a 
smeoth transition to the new audit 
requirements. This proposed rule deletes 
the audit requirements for institutions of 
higher education and other nonprofit 
organizations from 7 CFR 3015.77, 
subpart I, and establishes 7 CFR part 
3051. Until this proposed rule becomes 
final, the audit provisions of Attachment 
F to Circular No. A-110 shall continue tc. 
be observed. 


List of Subjects 


7 CFR part 3015 


Grant programs—Agriculture, 
Intergovernmental relations. 
7 CFR part 3051 
Accounting, Auditing, Colleges and 
universities, Grant programs, Nonprofit 
organizations. 
Issued at Washington, DC. 
Adis Vila, 
Assistant Secretary for Administration. 
Approved: March 14, 1991. 
Jack C. Parnell, 
Deputy Secretary. 
Accordingly, title 7, chapter XXX of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 


proposed to be amended as set forth 
below: : 


PART 3015—UNIFORM FEDERAL 
ASSISTANCE REGULATIONS — 


A.Part 3015 is amended‘as follows: 
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1. The authority citation for part 3015 


continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301. 


§3015.77 [Removed and Reserved] 

2. Section 3015.77 is removed and 
reserved. 

B. 7 CFR part 3051 is added to read as 


follows: 


PART 3051—AUDITS OF 
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION AND OTHER NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATIONS 


Sec. 

3051.1 
3051.2 
3051.3 


Purpose. 

Policy. 

Scope. 

3051.4 Basic requirements, 

3051.5 Assignment of responsibilities. 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301. 


§3051.1 Purpose. 

This part establishes audit 
requirements for institutions of higher 
education and other nonprofit 
organizations receiving Federal financial 
assistance from the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) and 
defines Federal responsibilities for 
implementing and monitoring those 
responsibilities. Additionally this Part 
implements the audit requirements and 
policies for nonprofit organizations * 
contained in the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Circular No. A-133, 
Audits of Institutions of Higher 
Education and Other Nonprofit 
Institutions (Circular No. A-133). 


§3051.2 Policy. 


USDA requires audits from 
institutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit organizations receiving 
Federal financial assistance from USDA 
agencies which are subject to the 
requirements of OMB Circular No. A- 
133, included herein as appendix A of 
this part. The audit, upon which USDA 
agencies rely, is a systematic and 
comprehensive monitoring tool and is 
part of.a broader network of policies 
and practices aimed at promoting 
compliance with applicable laws and 
regulations. 


§3051.3 Scope. 


This regulation applies whenever 
USDA provides Federal financial 
assistance to institutions of higher 
education and other nonprofit 
organizations. 


§3051.4 Basic requirements. 

(a) If not included within the scope of 
a single audit obtained in accordance 
with the Single Audit Act of 1984 and 
OMB Circular No. A-128, institutions of 
higher education and other nonprofit ' 


institutions receiving USDA Federal 
financial assistance shall comply with 
the requirements set forth in appendix A 
of this part. Except as provided in 
Appendix A of this part and this 
regulation, the audit shall be conducted 
on an organization-wide basis to test the 
fiscal integrity of financial transactions, 
as well as, compliance with the terms 
and conditions of the Federal award and 
applicable laws and regulations. 

(b) A nonprofit institution may opt to 
have a program audit if the institution 
receives $100,000 or more from a USDA 
agency under one program and the 
agency’s assistance constitutes the only 
Federal award (awards under only one 
program) received by the institution. 
Institutions that receive $25,000 or more 
but less than $100,000 in Federal 
financial assistance may opt for an audit 
of each Federal award. Otherwise, an 
audit prepared in accordance with the 
provisions of appendix A of this part 
prevails. 


§ 3051.5 Assignment of responsibilities. 


(a) The Office of Finance and 
management (OFM) shall: 

(1) Have lead responsibility for 
assuring the implementation and 
compliance with this regulation; and 

(2) Coordinate, consolidate and 
prepare any reports concerning the 
effectiveness of the implementation of 
this regulation. 


(b) Each USDA awarding agency shall: 


(1) Require as a term of any Federal 
financial assistance provided to an 
institution of higher education and other 
nonprofit organization that an audit be 
conducted and report submitted in a 
timely manner to a designated official in 
the awarding agency and the OMB 
assigned cognizant agency, if one has 
been assigned, or to the Federal agency 
that provides the institution with the 
most funds if a cognizant agency has not 
been assigned (oversight agency). In a 
timely manner means the audit report 
shall be due within 30 days after the 
completion of the audit. The audit 
should be completed and the report 
submitted not later than 13 months after 
the end. of the recipient's fiscal year 
unless a longer period is agreed to with 
the cognizant or oversight agency; 

(2) Require that the recipient maintain 
records identifying the source and 
amounts of Federal awards received by 
using the Catalogue of Federal Domestic 
Assistance (CFDA) ! Numbers. CFDA 


' The catalogue is available from the USDA 
awarding agency. 
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numbers are not required for Research 
and Development and Student Financial 
Aid; 

(3) Provide a copy of this regulation to 
recipients or subrecipients, upon 
request; 

(4) Ensure required audit reports are 
received from recipients to which 
awards have been made; 

(5) Determine if an audit report 
adequately addresses the agency's 
needs or, if not, determine if a followup 
audit is necessary. Advise Office of the 
Inspector General (OIG) of any problem 
audits; 

(6) Ensure that appropriate action is 
taken on all audit findings and 
recommendations pursuant to the 
Supplemental Appropriations and 
Rescission Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-304), 
OMB Circular No. A-50, Audit 
Followup, and Departmental Regulation 
(DR) 1720-1 which prescribes the 
process for audit followup, management 
decisions and final action; - 

(7) Coordinate with the recipient to 
seek corrective action of system 
deficiencies and resolution of other 
questions identified by the audit. Seek 
the views of affected awarding agencies 
before entering into negotiations and 
obtain their concurrences before 
entering into a final agreement; 

(8) Take appropriate action when the 
recipient neglects to obtain an audit or 
provide a report or take action to 
resolve findings and/or 
recommendations, and/or when the 
report does not meet the requirements of 
appendix A of this part, including the 
imposition of sanctions. If a cognizant 
Federal agency determines the audit is 
unacceptable, the cost of the audit shall 
not be reimbursed and other sanctions 
shall be considered if the recipient fails 
to obtain an acceptable audit; 

(9) Establish and maintain appropriate 
records as to the effectiveness of 
institutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit organizations in carrying 
out the provisions of appendix A of this 
part; and 

(10) Coordinate the responses on audit 
reports from other USDA agencies when 
assigned as the lead agency. 

(c) The Office of the Inspector General 
(OIG) shall: 

(1) When USDA is assigned as the 
cognizant agency by OMB or has 
general oversight responsibility: 

(i) Provide technical advice and 
liaison to institutions of higher 
education and other nonprofit 
organizations audit officials, 
independent auditors and other Federal 
financial assistance officials; 

(ii) Coordinate, to the extent 
practicable, audits performed by or for 
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Federal agencies that are in addition to 
the audits required by this regulation to 
ensure the additional audits build upon 
previous audits performed in 
accordance with appendix A of this 
part; 

(iii) Provide or arrange for additional 
audit coverage, as appropriate, where 
requested by an awarding agency; 

(iv) Assess the handling of audit 
reports within the Department for 
compliance with the Inspector General 
Act, as amended, and OMB and 
Departmental requirements; and 

(v) Determine whether to perform 
quality reviews of the report and/or the 
auditor’s work im cases where audit 
quality of acceptability appears 
questionable. 

(2) In addition to paragraph (c)(1) of 
this section, where USDA is the 
assigned cognizant agency: 

(i) Determine whether audits were 
performed by independent auditors in 
accordance with the requirements of 
this regulation for the recipients 
assigned by OMB; 

(ii) Perform or arrange for quality 
control reviews of selected audits and 
provide the results, when appropriate, to 
other interested organizations; 

(iti) Advise the recipient of audits not 
in compliance with this regulation. Work 
with the recipient and auditor to effect 
appropriate corrective action. If 
corrective action is not taken, notify the 
recipient, OFM, and other Federal 
awarding agencies. OIG shall refer 
major inadequacies or repetitive 
substandard performance by 
independent auditors to appropriate 
professional bodies for disciplinary 
action and appropriate agency officials 
for consideration of nonprocurement 
debarment and suspension; 

(iv) Promptly inform other affected 
Federal agencies and appropriate 
Federal law officials of any reported 
illegal acts or irregularities. Also, inform 
State and local law enforcement and 
prosecuting authorities, if not otherwise 
advised by the recipient, of any 
violation of law within their jurisdiction; 

(v) Maintain appropriate records as to 
the effectiveness of the institutions of 
higher education and other nonprofit 
organizations in carrying out the 
provisions of this regulation; and 

(vi) Designate the USDA lead agency 
for coordinating audit followup for 
cross-cutting audit findings that affect 
the programs of more than one USDA or 
non-USDA awarding agency. OIG will 
also coordinate the responses from other 
Federal agencies. 

(3) In addition to paragraph (c}(1) of 
this section, where OMB has not 
designated a cognizant agency, 
coordinating with other Federal 


Departments to determine which 
Department has general oversight 
responsibility, when requested. 

(d) the institutions of higher education 
and other nonprofit organzations shall: 

(1) Follow the audit arrangements and 
requirements set forth in appendix A to 
this part and the following: 

(i) Use their own procedures to 
arrange for and prescribe the scope of 
independent audits, provided that such 
audits comply with the requirements set 
forth in this part. 

{ii} Include provisions in audit 
contracts requiring the audit 
organization to retain audit working 
papers and reports in accordance with 
OMB Circular No. A-133. 

(iii) Ensure that their independent 
auditor is responsible for: 

(A) Reviewing their system for 
monitoring subrecipients, as well as, 
obtaining and considering the impact of 
the subrecipient’s audit reports. 

(B) Testing to determine whether 
these systems are functioning in 
accordance with prescribed procedures. 

(C) Commenting on their monitoring 
procedures, if warranted by the 
circumstances. 

(D) Considering whether subrecipient 
audits require adjustment of their 
financial statements, footnote 
disclosure, or modification of the 
auditor’s report. 

(iv) Failure of recipients or 
subrecipients to arrange for the required 
audits set forth in appendix A of this 
part, or failure to assure that acceptable 
audits are performed will result in the 
USDA awarding agency coordinating 
with OIG to arrange for the necessary 
audit work. Recipients or subrecipients 
shall not charge USDA any portion of 
the cost of an audit not meeting USDA 
requirements. If a cognizant Federal 
agency determines the audit is 
unacceptable, the cost of the audit shall 
not be reimbursed and other sanctions 
shalt be considered if the recipient fails 
to obtain an acceptable audit. 

(v) Recipients are responsible for 
imposing like requirements upon 
subrecipients and may not pass on the 
cost of an audit that does not meet the 
requirements of the Circular. However, 
if there is an indirect cost plan with 
audit costs included, the following 
year’s indirect cost plan will offset the 
cost. In addition to sanctions, the USDA 
awarding agency may incorporate into 
the agreement that reimbursement for 
the additional audit costs incurred by 
the agency will either be withheld from 
future Federal financial assistance 
awards or by other means. 

(2) Recipients must establish a system 
for: 
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(i} Assuring that subrecipients meet 
the requirements of these regulations. 

(ii) Evaluating the acceptability of 
subrecipient audits. 

(iii) Followng up on results of 
subrecipient audits. 

(3) Recipients must ensure that 
subrecipient reports are transmitted by 
the subrecipient to the recipient. These 
reports shall not be routinely 
transmitted to USDA. Instead, the 
recipient shall retain all subrecipient 
audit reports on file as required by 
appendix A of this part and make them 
available to the awarding agency, OIG, 
GAO officials, or their designees, upon 
request. 

(4) Take appropriate action on 
subrecipient audits and incorporate the 
results of these audits into their 
financial records and related reports. 
The recipient's auditor shall include in 
the audit report the amount of funds at 
the subrecipient level that were audited 
by the subrecipient’s auditors and make 
any pertinent comments 
those audits. Questioned costs at the 
subrecipient level may be contingent 
liabilities as far as the recipient is 
concerned and should be reported as 
such, when appropriate. 

(5} Each recipient shall establish a 
systematic method to assure timely and 
appropriate resolution of audit findings 
and recommendations. 


Appendix A—OMB Circular A-133, Audits of 
Institutions of Higher Education and Other 
Nonprofit Institutions 


1. Definitions. For the purposes of this 
Circular, the following definitions apply: 

a. Award means financial assistance, and 
Federal cost-type contracts used to buy 
services or goods for the use of the Federal 
Government. It includes awards received 
directly from the Federal agencies or 
indirectly through recipients. It does not 


_ include procurement contracts to vendors 


under grants or contracts, used to buy goods 
or services. Audits of such vendors shall be 
covered by the terms and conditions of the 
contract. 

b. Cognizant agency means the Federal 
agency assigned by the Office of 
Management and Budget to carry out the 
responsibilities described im paragraph 3 of 
this Appendix. 

c. Coordinated audit approach means an 
audit wherein the independent auditor, and 
other Federal and non-federal auditors 
consider each other's work, in determining 
the nature, timing, and extent of his or her 
own auditing procedures. A coordinated 
audit must be conducted in accordance with 
Government Auditing Standards and meet 
the objectives and reporting requirements set 
forth in paragraph 12{b) and 15, respectively, 
of this Appendix. The objective of the 
coordinated audit approach is to minimize 
duplication of audit effort, but not to limit the 
scope of the audit work so as to preclude the 
independent auditor from meeting the 
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objectives set ferth in paragraph 12(b).or 
issuing the reporta required. in. paragraph 15. 
in a timely mammer. 

d. Federal'agency has. the. same meaning as 
the term ‘agency” in section 551(1J of title 5, 
United States Code. 

e. Federal Financial’ Assistance. 

(1) Federaf financial assistance means 
assistance provided by # Federal agency to a 
recipient or sub-recipient to carry out 2 
— Such assistance may be in the form 
of: 


—Grants; 


(2) Such assistance does nat include direct 
Federal cash assistance to individuals. 

(3) Such assistance: includes: awards: 
received directly from. Federal agencies, or 
indireetly when sub-recipients receive funds 
identified as Federal funds: by recipients. 

(4) Fhe granting agency is: responsible for 
identifying the souree of funds awarded to 
recipients;, the recipient is: responsible for 
identifying the source of funds. awarded to 
subrecipients.. 

f. Generally accepted. accounting principles 
has the meaning specified in the Government 
Auditing Standards. 

g: Independent auditor means: 

(1) A Federal, State; or local. government 
auditor who meets the standards specified: in 
the Government Auditing Standards; or 

(2) A public accountant who meets. such 
standards 

h. Internal control structure means the 
policies and procedures established ta 
provide. reasonable assurance that: 

(1) Resource use is consistent with laws,, 
regulations,,and award terms;. 

(2} Resources are. safeguarded against - 
waste, loss, and misuse; and 

(3) Reliable data are obtained, maintained, 
and fairly disclosed in reports. 

i. Major program means an individual 
award or a number of awards in a category of 
Federal assistance or support for which total 
expenditures. are the larger of three percent of 
total Federal funds expended or $100,000, on 
which the auditor will be required to express 
an opinion as to whether the major program 
is being administered in compliance with 
laws and regulations: 

Each of the following categories of Federal 
awards shall constitute a major program 
where total expenditures are the larger of 
three percent of total Federal funds. expended 
or $100,000: 


—Research and Development. 

—Student Financial Aid. 

—Individuat awards not in the student aid or 
research and’ development category. 

j. Management decision means the 
evaluation by the management of an. 
establishmentof the findings and 
recommendations included in an audit report. 
and the issuance. of a final.decision by 
management concerning its response to such 


findings and. recommendations, including 
actions concluded: to: be necessary. 

k. Nonprofit institution means any 
corporation, trust, association, cooperative or 
other organization which (1) Is operated 
primarily for scientific, educational, service, 
charitable, or similar purposes: in: the public 
interest; (2) is not organized primarily for 
profit; and (3) uses-its net proceeds to. 
maintain, improve, and/or expand its 
operations. The term ‘nonprofit institutions” 
includes institutions of higher education, 
except these institutions that are audited as 
part of single audits in accordance with 
Circular A-128 “ Audits of State and Local) 
Governments.” The term does not include 
hospitals which are not affiliated with an 
institution of higher education, or State and: 
local governments and Indian tribes: covered 
by Cireular A-128 “Audits of State and Local 
Governments.” 

l.. Oversight agency means the Federal 
agency that provides the predominant 
amount of direct funding to: # recipient not 
assigned @ cognizant agency, unless no direct 
funding is received. Where there ie no direct 
funding, the Federal agency with the 
predominant indirect funding will assume the 
general oversight responsibilities. The duties 
of the oversight agency are described in 
paragraph #of this Appendix. 

m. Recipient means an organization 
receiving financial assistance to-carry out a 
program: directly from Federal agencies. 

n. Research and development includes alf 
research activities, both basic and applied, 
and all development activities that are 
supported at universities, colleges, and other 
nonprofit institutions. Research is defined as 
a systematic study directed toward fuller 
scientific knowledge or understanding of the 
subject studied. Development is the 
systematic: use of knowledge and 
understanding gained from research directed 
toward the production of useful materials, 
devices, systems, or methods, including 
design and’ development of prototypes and 
processes. 

o. Student Financial Aid includes those 
programs of general student. assistance in 
which institutions participate, such as those 
authorized by Title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 which is administered 
by the U:S. Department of Education. and 
similar programs provided by other Federal 
agencies. It does not include programs. which: 
provide fellowships or similar awards. to 
students on a competitive basis, or for 
specified studies or research. 

p. Sub-recipient means any person.or 
government department, agency,. 
establishment, or nonprofit organization that 
receives financial assistance to carry outa 
program through a primary. recipient or other 
sub-recipient,. but does not include an. 
individual that.is a beneficiary of such a 
program. A sub-recipient may also be a direct 
recipient of Federal awards under other 
agreements. 

q. Vendor means an organization. providing 
a recipient or sub-necipient with generally 
required goods ar services. that are related ta- 
the administrative support of the Federal 
assistance program.. 

2. Audit. of nenprofit institutions—a. 
Requirements based oa awards. received. (2). 
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Nonprofit institutions that receive $100;000' or 
more a year in. Pederab awards shall have an- 
audit made in accordance with the provisions 
af this Ciecular. However, nonprofit 
institutions receiving $100,000 or more but 
receiving awards under only one program 
have the option of having an audit of their 
inatitution prepered in: accordance with the 
provisions. of the Circular or having an audit 
made: of the one: program. For prior or 
subsequent years, when an institution has 
only loan guarantees or outstanding loans 
that were made previously, the institution 
may be required to conduct audits for those 
programs, in accordance with regulations of 
the Federal agencies providing those 

or loans. 

(2) Nonprofit institutions that receive at 
least $25,000 but less than $100,000 a year in 
Federal awards shalf have an audit made in 
accordance with this Circular or have an 
audit made of each Federal award, in 
accordance with Federal laws and. 
regulations governing the programs in which 
they participate. 

(3} Nonprofit institutions receiving less 
than $25,000 a yearn Federal awards are 
exempt from Federal audit requirements, but 
records must be available for review by 
appropriate officials of the Federal grantor 
agency or subgranting entity. 

b. Oversight by Federal agencies. (1), To 
each of the larger nonprofit institutions the 
Office. of Management and Budget (OMB), will 
assign a Federal. agency as the cognizant 
agency for monitoring,audits and ensuring the 
resolution of audit findings that affect. the 
programs of more: than one agency. 

(2} Smaller institutions not assigned. a. 
cognizant agency will be under the general 
oversight of the Federal. agency that. provides: 
them with the most funds. 

(3) Assignments to Federal cognizant 
agencies for carrying out responsibilities in 
this section are set forth in.a separate 
supplement to: this. Circular. 

(4) Federal Government-owned, contractor- 
operated facilities at institutions or 
laboratories operated primarily for the: 
Government are net included in the. 
cognizance assignments. These will remain: 
the responsibility, of the contracting agencies: 
The listed assignments caver all of the: 
functions in this Circular unless otherwise: 
indicated. The Office of Management and 
Budget will coordinate changes in agency 
assignments. 

3. Cognizant agency responsibilities. A 
cognizant agency shall: 

a. Ensure that audits are made. and reports 
are received in a2 timely manner and im 
accordance with the requirements of this 
Circular. 

b. Provide technical advice and! liaison to 
institutions and independent auditors. 

c. Obtain or meke quality control reviews 
of selected: audits made by non-Federal: audit 
organizations, and provide: the results, when 
appropriate, to ether interested organizations. 

d. Promptly inform other affected Federal 
agencies and appropriate: Federal law 
enfercement officials of any reported illegal 
acts or irregularities. A cognizant agency 
should alse imfornr State or local law 
enforcement and prosecuting authorities, if 
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not advised by the recipient, of any violation 
of law within their jurisdiction. 

e. Advise the recipient of audits that have 
been found not to have met the requirements 
set forth in this Circular. In such instances, 
the recipient will work with the auditor to 
take corrective action. If corrective action is 
not taken, the cognizant agency shall notify 
the recipient and Federal awarding agencies 
of the facts and make recommendations for 
follow-up action. Major inadequacies or 
repetitive substandard performance of 
independent auditors shall be referred to 
appropriate professional bodies for 
disciplinary action. 

f. Coordinate, to the extent practicable, 
audits or reviews made for Federal agencies 
that are in addition to the audits made 
pursuant to this Circular, so that the 
additional audits or reviews build upon 
audits performed in accordance with the 
Circular. 

g. Ensure the resolution of audit findings 
that affect the programs of more than one 
agency. 

h. Seek the views of other interested 
agencies before completing a coordinated 
program. 

i. Help coordinate the audit work and 
reporting responsibilities among independent 
public accountants, State auditors, and both 
resident and non-resident Federal auditors to 
achieve the most cost-effective audit. 

4. Oversight agency responsibilities. An 
oversight agency shall provide technical 
advice and counsel to institutions and 
independent auditors when requested by the 
recipient. The oversight agency may assume 
all or some of the responsibilities normally 
performed by a cognizant agency. 

5. Recipient responsibilities. A recipient 
that receives a Federal award and provides 
$25,000 or more of it during its fiscal year to a 
sub-recipient shall: 

a. Ensure that the nonprofit institution sub- 
recipients that receive $25,000 or more have 
met the audit requirements of this Circular, 
and that sub-recipients subject to OMB 
Circular A-128 have met the audit 
requirements of that Circular; 

b. Ensure that appropriate corrective action 
is taken within six months after receipt of the 
sub-recipient audit report in instances of 
noncompliance with Federal laws and 
regulations; 

c. Consider whether sub-recipient audits 
necessitate adjustment of the recipient's own 
records; and 

d. Require each sub-recipient to permit 
independent auditors to have access to the 
records and financial statements as 
necessary for the recipient to comply with 
this Circular. 

6. Relation to other audit requirements. a. 
An audit made in accordance with this 
Circular shall be in lieu of any financial audit 
required under individual Federal awards. To 
the extent that an audit made in accordance 
with this Circular provides Federal agencies 
with the information and assurances they 
need to carry out their overall 
responsibilities, they shall rely upon and use 
such information. However, a Federal agency 
shall make any additional audits or reviews 
necessary to carry out responsibilities under 
Federal law and regulation. Any additional 


Federal audits or reviews shall be planned — 
and carried out in such a way as to build 
upon work performed by the independent 
auditor. 

b. Audit planning by Federal audit agencies 
should consider the extent to which reliance 
can be placed upon work performed by other 
auditors. Such auditors include State, local, 
Federal, and other independent auditors, and 
a recipient's internal auditors. Reliance 
placed upon the work of other auditors 
should be documented and in accordance 
with Government Auditing Standards. 

c. The provisions of this Circular do not 
limit the authority of Federal agencies to 
make or contract for audits and evaluations 
of Federal awards, nor do they limit the 
authority of any Federal agency Inspector 
General or other Federal official. 

d. The provisions of this Circular do not 
authorize any institution or sub-recipient 
thereof to constrain Federal agencies, in any 
manner, from carrying out additional audits, 
evaluations or reviews. 

e. A Federal agency that makes or 
contracts for audits, in addition to the audits 
made by recipients pursuant to this Circular, 
shall, consistent with other applicable laws 
and regulations, arrange for funding the cost 
of such additional audits. Such additional 
audits or reviews include financial, 
performance audits and program evaluations. 

7. Frequency of audit. Audits shall usually 
be performed annually but not less frequently 
than every two years. 

8. Sanctions. No audit costs may be 
charged to Federal awards when audits 
required by this Circular have not been made 
or have been made but not in accordance 
with this Circular. In cases of continued 
inability or unwillingness to have a proper 
audit in accordance with the Circular, 
Federal agencies must consider appropriate 
sanctions including: 

—Withholding a percentage of awards until 
the audit is completed satisfactorily; 

—Withholding or disallowing overhead costs; 
or 

—Suspending Federal awards until the audit 
is made. 

9. Audit costs. The cost of audits made in 
accordance with the provisions of this 
Circular are allowable charges to Federal 
awards. The charges may be considered a 
direct cost or an allocated indirect cost, 
determined in accordance with the provisions 
of Circular A-21, “Cost Principles for 
Universities” or Circular A-122, “Cost 
Principles for Nonprofit Organizations,” FAR 
subpart 31, or other applicable cost principles 
or regulations. 

10. Auditor selection. In arranging for audit 
services institutions shall follow the 
procurement standards prescribed by 
Circular A-110, “Uniform Requirements for 
Grants and Agreements with Institutions of 
Higher Education, Hospitals and other 
Nonprofit Organizations.” 

11. Small and minority audit firms. a. Small 
audit firms and audit firms owned and 
controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals shall have the 
maximum practicable opportunity to 
participate in contracts awarded to fulfill the 
requirements of this Circular. 

b. Recipients of Federal awards shall take 
the following steps to further this goal: 
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(1) Ensure that smal! audit firms and audit 
firms owned and controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals are 
used to the fullest extent practicable; 

(2) Make information on forthcoming 
opportunities available and arrange 
timeframes for the audit to encourage and 
facilitate participation by small audit firms 
and audit firms owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals; ° 

(3) Consider in the contract process 
whether firms competing for larger audits 
intend to subcontract with small audit firms 
and audit firms owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals; 

(4) Encourage contracting with small audit 
firms or audit firms owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals which have traditionally audited 
government programs, and in cases where 
this is not possible, assure that these firms 
are given consideration for audit 
subcontracting opportunities; 

(5) Encourage contracting with consortiums 
of small audit firms as described in section 
(1), above, when a contract is too large for an 
individual small audit firms or audit firm 
owned and controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals; and 

(6) Use the services and assistance, as 
appropriate, of such organizations as the ~ 
Small Business Administration in the 
solicitation and utilization of small audit 
firms or audit firms owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals. 

12. Scope of audit and audit objectives. a. 
The audit shall be made by an independent 
auditor in accordance with Government 
Auditing Standards developed by the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
covering financial audits. An audit under this 
Circular should be an organization-wide 
audit of the institution. However, there may 
be instances where Federal auditors are 
performing audits or are planning to perform 
audits at nonprofit institutions. In these 
cases, to minimize duplication of audit work, 
a coordinated audit approach may be agreed 
upon between the independent auditor, the 
recipient and the cognizant agency or the 
oversight agency. Those auditors who assume 
responsibility for any or all of the reports 
called for by paragraph 15 should follow 
guidance set forth in Government Auditing 
Standards in using work performed by others. 

b. The auditor shall determine whether: 

(1) The financial statements of the 
institution present fairly its financial position 
and the results of its operations in 
accordance with generally accepted 
accounting principles; 

(2) The institution has an internal control 
structure to provide reasonable assurance 
that the institution is managing Federal 
awards in compliance with applicable laws 
and regulations and controls that ensure 
compliance with the laws and regulations, 
that could have a material impact on the 
financial statements; and 

(3) The institution has complied with laws 
and regulations that may have a direct and 
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material effect omits: financial statement 
amounts and on: each major Federal progranr. 
13../nternal controls. over Federath awards; 
compliance reviews. a..General..The 
independent auditor shall determine and 
report or whether the recipient has an 
internal contro} structure to: provide 
reasonable assurance that it is managing 
Federal awards in compliance: with 
applicable laws, regulations, and contract 
terms, and that it safeguards Federal funds. 
In performing these reviews, independent 
auditors. should rely upom work performed: by 
a recipient's internal auditors:to the 
maximum extent possible. The extent of such. 
reliance should be based upon the 
Government Auditing Standards: 

b. Interna/ control review: (2) In order to- 
provide this assurance on internal: centrols, 
the auditor must obtain an understanding of 
the internal control structure and. assess 
levels of internal control risk. After obtaining, 
an understanding of the controls, the 
assessment must be made whether or not the 
auditor intends. to: place reliance on the 
internal control structure. 

(2) As part of this review, the auditor shall: 

(a) Perform tests of controls to. evaluate the 
effectiveness of the design and operation of 
the policies and procedures in preventing or 
detecting material noncompliance. Tests of 
controls will not be required for those areas 
where the internat contro! structure policies 
and procedures are likely to: be ineffective in 
preventing or detecting noncompliance, in 
which case a reportable condition or a 
material weakness should be: reported in 
accordance with paragraph 15¢(2) of this 
Circular. 

(b) Review the recipient's system for 
monitoring sub-recipients:and obtaining and 
acting on sub-recipient audit reports. 

(c) Determine whether contrels. are in-effect 
to. ensure direct and indirect costs were 
computed and billed im accordance. with the 
guidance provided in: the general 
requirements section of the-compliance 
supplement to this Circular. 

c. Compliance review. (1) The auditor shalt 
determine whether the recipient has complied’ 
with laws and regulations that may have a 
direct: and material effect om any of its: major 
Federal programs: In addition, transactions 
selected. far non-major pregrams shall: be: 
tested for compliance with. Federal laws.and. 
regulations. that apply to such transactions. 

(2) In order to determine which-major 
programs are to be tested for compliance, 
recipients shall identify, in their accounts, alf 
Federal funds received' and expended and the 
programs: under which they: were-received. 
This shall include funds received directly 
from Federal agencies, through other State 
and local governments or other recipients. To 
assist recipients in identifying Federal 
awards, Federal agencies and primary 
recipients shall provide the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) 
numbers: to: the recipients: wher making the 
awards. 

(3}' The: review: must include the selection of 
an adequate number of transactions: from. 
each major Federal financiak assistance 
program se that the- auditor obtains sufficient 
evidence to support the opinion on 
compliance required. by paragraph 15c(3)-of 


this Appendix. The selection: and testing of 


i ering such 
factors ag the amount of Somaianies for the 
program; the newness of the: program or 
changes im its: conditions; prior experience 
with the program particularly as revealed in: 
audits and other evaluations (e.g, 
inspections, program reviews, or system 
reviews required by Federal Acquisition 
Regulations); the extent te which the program 
is carried out through sub-recipients;. the 
extent to which the program contracts for 
goods or services; the level to which the 
program. is. already subject.to program: 
reviews or other forms of independent 
oversight; the adequacy of the controls for 
ensuring compliance; the expectation of 
adherence or lack of adherence to the 
applicable laws and.regulations;.and. ihe 
potential impact of adverse findings. 
(4) In making the test of transactions the 
auditor shall determine whether: 
—The amounts reported as expenditures 
were for allowable services, and 
—The records show. that those who. received 
services or benefits were eligible to receive 
them. 
(5) In addition te transaction testing; the 
auditorshall determine whether: 


—Matching requirements, levels: of effort and 


earmarking limitations were met, 
—Federal financial reports and: claims for 

advances: and: reimbursement. contain 

information that:is supperted by books and 

records from which. the basic financial 

statements have. been. prepared, and 
—Amounts claimed or used for matching 

were determined in accordance. with (1) 

OMB Circular A-21,. “Cost Principles. for 

Educational Institutions”; (2) matching. or 

cost sharing requirements in Circular A- 

110, “Uniform. Requirements for Grants and. 

Agreements with Institutions. of Higher 

Education; Hospitals and Other Nonprofit 

Organizations”; (3) Cireular A-122, “Cost 

Principles for Nonprofit Organizations’; (4), 

FAR. subpart 31 cost principles; and (5) 

other applicable cost principles or 

regulations. 

(6) The principal compliance requirements 
of the largest Federal programs may be 
ascertained by referring to the: “Compliance 
Supplement for Single Audits of Educational. 
Institutions and Other Nonprofit 
Organizations,” and, the “Compliance 
Supplement for Single Audits of State and 
Local Governments,” issued by OMB and 
available from the Government Printing 
Office: For those programs not covered in the 
Compliance Supplements, the auditor should 
ascertain compliance requirements by 
reviewing the statutes, regulations, and 
agreements governing individual programs.. 

(7) Transactions related to other awards 
that are selected in connection. with 
examinations of financial statements and 
evaluations of internal controls shall be 
tested‘ for compliance with Federal laws and 
regulations that apply to such transactions. 

14. I/egal acts: ff, during or in connection 
with the audit of a nonprofit institution, the 
auditor becomes. aware of illegal acts,.such 
acts: shall be reported in accordance: with the 
provisions of the Government Auditing: 
Standacads.. 


5: Audit Reports. a. Audit reports: must be 
prepared at the completion of the audit. 

b. The audit report shall state: that the audit 
was made in accordance with the previsions 
of this Circular: 

c. The report shall be made up of at least 
the following three parts: 

(1) The financial‘ statements and'a schedule 
of Federal awards and’ the auditor's report on. 
the statements and the schedule. The 
schedule of Federal: awards should identify 
major programs and show tke total 
expenditures for each program. Individual 
major programs ather than Research and 
Development and Student Aid should be 
listed by catalog number as identified in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 
Expenditures. for Federal programs other than 
major programs shall be shown under the 
caption; “other Federal. assistance.” Also, the 
value of non-cash assistance such. as loan. 
guarantees, food: commodities or denated 
surplus: properties or the outstanding balance 
of loans. should be: disclosed im the schedule. 

(2) A written report of the independent 
auditor's; understanding of the imternal 
control structure and the assessment of 
control risk. The auditor’s: report should 
inchide ae @ minimum: (1) The scope of the 
work im obtaining understanding of the 
internal contre! structure and in assessing the 
control risk (2) the nonprofit institution's 
significant internal? controls or control 
structure including the controls established to 
ensure compliance with laws and regulations 
that have a material impact or the financial 
statements and those that provide reasonable 
assurance that Federal awards are being 
managed im complianee with applicable laws 
and regulations, and’ (3) the reportable 
conditions, including the identification of 
material weaknesses, identified as a result of 
the auditor’s work. in understanding and 
assessing the control risk. If the auditor limits 
his/her consideration. of the internal control 
structure for any reason, the circumstances 
should be disclosed ir the report. 

(3) The auditor's report. on compliance 
containing; 

—An opinion as to whether each major 
Federal program was being administered in 
compliance. with: laws.and. regulations 
applicable. to. the matters: described in. 
paragraph 13(c)(3) of this Appendix, 
including, compliance with laws.and 
regulations. pertaining ta financial. reports 
and claims for advances. and. 
reimbursements; 

—A statement of positive assurance on.those 
items that were tested for compliance and 
negative assurance on. those items-nat 
tested; 

—Material findings of noncompliance 
presented in their proper perspective: 
¢ The size of the universe in number of 

items and dallars, 

¢ The number and dollar-amount of 

transactions tested by the auditors, 

¢ The number and, corresponding dollar 

amount of instances. of noncompliance; 

—Where findings are. specific. to a particular 
Federal. award, an identification of tota" 
amounts questioned, if ary, for each 
Federal award,,as a result of 
nercompliance and the auditor's. 
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recommendations for necessary corrective 

action. 

d. The three parts of the audit report may 
be bound into a single document, or 
presented at the same time as separate 
documents. 

e. Nonmaterial findings need not be 
disclosed with the compliance report but 
should be reported in writing to the recipient 
in a separate communication. The recipient, 
in turn, should forward the findings to the 
Federal grantor agencies or subgrantor 
sources. 

f. All fraud or illegal acts or indications of 
such acts, including all questioned costs 
found as the result of these acts that auditors 
become aware of, may be covered in a 
separate written report submitted in 
accordance with the Government Auditing 
Standards. 

g. The auditor's report should disclose the 
status of known but uncorrected significant 
material findings and recommendations from 
prior audits that affect the current audit 
objective as specified in the Government 
Auditing Standards. 

h. In addition to the audit report, the 
recipient shall provide a report of its 
comments on the findings and 
recommendations in the report, including a 
plan for corrective action taken or planned 
and comments on the status of corrective 
action taken on prior findings. If corrective 
action is not necessary, a statement 
describing the reason it is not should 
accompany the audit report. 

i. Copies of the audit report shall be 
submitted in accordance with the reporting 
standards for financial audits contained in 
the Government Auditing Standards. Sub- 
recipient auditors shall submit copies to 
recipients that provided Federal awards. The 
report shall be due within 30 days after the 
completion of the audit, but the audit should 
be completed and the report submitted not 
later than 13 months after the end of the 
recipient's fiscal year unless a longer period 
is agreed to with the cognizant or oversight 
agency. 

j. Recipients of more than $100,000 in 
Federal awards shall submit one copy of the 
audit report within 30 days after issuance to a 
central clearinghouse to be designated by the 
Office of Management and Budget. The 
clearinghouse will keep completed audit 
reports on file. 

k. Recipients shall keep audit reports, 
including sub-recipient reports, on file for 
three years from their issuance. 


16. Audit resolution. a. As provided in 
paragraph 3, the cognizant agency shall be 
responsible for ensuring the resolution of 
audit findings that affect the programs of 
more than one Federal agency. Resolution of 
findings that relate to the programs of a 
single Federal agency will be the 
responsibility of the recipient and the agency. 
Alternate arrangements may be made on 
case-by-case basis by agreement among the 
agencies concerned. 

b. A management decision shall be made 
within six months after receipt of the report 
by the Federal agencies responsible for audit 
resolution. Correction action should proceed 
as rapidly as possible. 

17. Audit workpapers and reports. 


Workpapers and reports shall be retained for 
a minimum of three years from the date of the 


audit report, unless the auditor is notified in 
writing by the cognizant agency to extend the 
retention period. Audit workpapers shall be 
made available upon request to the cognizant 
agency or its designee of the General 
Accounting Office, at the completion of the 
audit. 


[FR Doc. 91-8497 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-90-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Chapter 1 


[Summary Notice No. PR-91-9] 


Petition for Rulemaking; Summary of 
Petitions Received; Dispositions of 
Petitions Issued 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of petitions for 
rulemaking received and of disposition 
of prior petitions. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to FAA’s 


rulemaking provisions governing the 
application, processing, and disposition 
of petitions for rulemaking (14 CFR part 
11), this notice contains a summary of 
certain petitions requesting the initiation 
of rulemaking procedures for the 
amendment of specified provisions of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations and of 
denials or withdrawals of certain 
petitions previously received. The 
purpose of this notice is to improve the 
public’s awareness of, and participation 
in, this aspect of FAA's regulatory 
activities. Neither publication of this 
notice nor the inclusion or omission of 
information in the summary is intended 
to affect the legal status of any petition 
or its final disposition. 

DATES: Comments on petitions received 
must identify the petition docket number 
involved and must be received on or 
before June 10, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on any 
petition in triplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket (AGC-10), 
Petition Docket No. , 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20591. 

The petition, any comments received, 
and a copy of any final disposition are 
filed in the assigned regulatory docket 
and are available for examination in the 
Rules Docket (AGC-10), room 915G, 
FAA Headquarters Building (FOB 10A), 
800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20591; telephone (202) 
267-3132. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ida Klepper, Office of Rulemaking 
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(ARM-1), Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591: 
telephone (202) 267-9688. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
paragraphs (b) and (f) of § 11.27 of part 
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 11). 


Issued in Washington, DC, on April 5, 1991 
Denise Donohue Hall, , 


Manager, Program Management Staff, Office 
of the Chief Counsel. 


Petitions for Rulemaking 


Docket No.: 26509. 

Petitioner: Mr. Jerry Neuberger. 

Regulations Affected: 14 CFR 
61.155(d). 

Description of Petition: To add a new 
§ 61.155(d)(3) to allow military non-pilot 
airborne crewmembers some flight time 
credit toward the 1,500 hours total flight 
time required for an airplane transport 
pilot certificate. 

Petitioner’s Reason for the Request: 
The petitioner believes that although 
military non-pilot airborne 
crewmembers duties are similar in some 
respects to those of a flight engineer, 
they are more aligned and appropriate 
to the duties and responsibilities of a 
first officer. Therefore, military non-pilot 
airborne crewmembers should be 
entitled to some credit for their 
extensive training and flight experience. 


Docket No.: 26487. 

Petitioner: Mr. Harry E. McClure. 

Regulations Affected: 14 CFR 43.1(b). 

Description of Petition: To clarify the 
wording in § 43.1(b) to include 
provisions to control the maintenance 
that must be performed on amateur-built 
aircraft, and who is authorized to 
maintain them in an airworthy 
condition. 

Petitioner's Reason for the Request: 
The petitioner is concerned that a large 
number of amateur-built aircraft are 
incorporating type certificated engines 
and propellers into their amateur-built 
aircraft and there are no provisions to 
control the maintenance that must be 
performed on these products and who is 
authorized to maintain them in an 
airworthy condition. 


Docket No.: 26410. 

. Petitioner: Experimental Aircraft 
Association. 

Regulations Affected: 14 CFR 21.17 
and 21.21. 

Description of Petition: To allow an 
applicant for a Normal Category Type 
Certificate for an airplane not more than 
2-place, with fixed landing gear, and a 
single reciprocating engine to elect 
FAA's Civil Air Regulation (CAR) 3 as 
the certification basis. ‘ 

Petitioner's Reason for the Request: 
The petitioner believes there is a need 
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for an airplane of relatively simple 
design and low cost to replace the 
rapidly dwindling fleet of primary 
training airplanes currently available to 
flying schools, as well as to keep grass- 
roots aviation alive by making available 
a normal category airplane within the 
financial reach of those whose interest 
is only in recreational flying. Airplanes 
that would be designed and produced 
under regulations adopted as a result of 
this petition would have neither the 
numerous operating restrictions of FAR 
part 103, Ultralight Vehicles, nor would 
they be subject to the restrictions 
proposed for Primary Category aircraft. 


[FR Doc. 91-8530 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 90-CE-71-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; Beech 33, 34, 
35, 36, 45, 55, 56, 58, and 95 Series 
Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to adopt 


a new airworthiness directive (AD) that 
would be applicable to Beech 33, 34, 35, 
36, 45, 55, 56, 58, and 95 series airplanes. 
The proposed action would require 
painting contrasting colors on certain 
parts of the elevator trim tab actuators 
and horizontal stabilizer spars to 
prevent interchange of the right-hand 
and left-hand elevator trim tab 
actuators. There have been two fatal 
accidents reported in which the 
actuators were reversed following 
maintenance. The actions specified in 
this proposed AD are intended to 
prevent interchanging the right-hand 
and left-hand trim tab actuators that, if 
reversed, could result in loss of control 
of the airplane. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 14, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Information that relates to 
this proposed AD may be obtained from 
either the Beech Aircraft Corporation, 
P.O. Box 85, Wichita, Kansas 67201-— 
0085; or may be examined at the Rules 
Docket at the address below. Send 
comments on the proposal in triplicate 
to the FAA, Central Region, Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel, Attention: 
Rules Docket No. 90-CE-71-AD, room 
1558, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106. Comments may be 
inspected at this location between 8 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
holidays excepted. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Larry Engler, Aerospace Engineer, 
FAA, Wichita Aircraft Certification 
Office, 1801 Airport Road, room 100, 
Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas 
67209; Telephone (316) 946-4409. 


' SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments, specified 
above, will be considered before taking 
action on the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in light of the comments 
received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report that 
summarizes each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 


Availability of NPRMs 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
FAA, Central Region, Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel, Attention: 
Rules Docket No. 90-CE-71-AD, room 
1558, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106. 


Discussion 


The FAA has determined that the 
elevator trim tab actuators on certain 
Beech 33, 34, 35, 36, 45, 55, 56, 58, and 95 
series airplanes can be installed 
incorrectly during maintenance. The left- 
side and right-side actuators can be 
interchanged because the actuators 
have similar configurations. The FAA 
has received two reports of fatal 
accidents involving airplanes that had 
the elevator trim tab actuators reversed 
following maintenance. This interchange 
of the right-hand and left-hand trim tab 
actuators, if not detected during 
maintenance procedures, would result in 
reversed elevator trim tab movement 
that would result in loss of the control of 
the airplane. 

The Beech Aircraft Corporation 
started color coding the elevator trim 
tab actuator housings and horizontal 
stabilizer spars beginning with the 1984 
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production year. The two reported 
accidents involved airplanes 
manufactured prior to 1984. The FAA 
has determined that an unsafe condition 
may exist on airplanes manufactured 
prior to 1984, and that the elevator trim 
tab actuators and the actuator housings 
should be color coded. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop in other Beech 33, 34, 35, 36, 
45, 55, 56, 58, and 95 series airplanes of 
the same type design manufactured 
prior to 1984, the proposed AD would 
require painting contrasting colors on 
certain parts of the elevator trim tab 
actuator housings and horizontal 
stabilizer spars. 

It is estimated that 13,422 airplanes in 
the U.S. registry would be affected by 
the proposed AD, that it would take 
approximately 2 hours to perform the 
proposed actions, and that the average 
labor charge would be $55 per hour. The 
estimated cost of parts is $20 per 
airplane. Based on these figures, the 
total cost impact of the proposed AD on 
U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$1,744,860. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this action (1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft 
regulatory evaluation prepared for this 
action has been placed in the Rules 
Docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
“ADDRESSES”. 


List of Subjects in 4 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 
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PART 39—{ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g}; and 14 CFR 11.89, 


§ 39.13 [Amended] 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new AD: 


Beech: Docket No. 90-CE-71-AD. 
Applicability: The following Model 
airplanes, certificated in any category: 


CD-1 through CD-981 and 
CD-983 through CD-1304. 


CE-1 through CE-235, CE- 


CJ-1 through CJ-179. 
| €-1 through E-2103, E-2105 
through E-2110. 
EA-1 through EA-319, and 
EA-321 EA-388. 
GM-1 through GM-142. 


TD-534 through TD-707. 

TD-708 through TD-721. 

TC-1 through TC-190. 

TC-191 through TC-349, TC- 
351 through TC-370, and 
TC-372 through TC-501. 

| TC-871, TC-502 through TC- 
2456. 

TC-350. 

TE-1 through TE-49, and TE- 
51 through TE-451. 

TE-452 TE-767. 

| TE-768 through TE-1201. 


Compliance: Required within the next 
100 hours time-in-service after the 
effective date of this AD, unless already 
accomplished. 

To prevent interchanging the right- 
hand and left-hand elevator trim tab 
actuators that would result in loss of 
control of the airplane, accomplish the 
following: 

(a) Paint a stripe .25 by 1 inch on each 
stabilizer rear spar (right-hand black; 
and left-hand blue). These stripes must 
be painted on the stabilizer rear spar 
centerline and .25 inch away from the 
elevator trim tab actuator end plate in 
accordance with A-A of Figure 1 of this 
AD. 

{b) Remove the cover over the 
actuator inspection hole on each 
stabilizer and paint the inspection hole 
ledges (right-hand black; and left-hand 


Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April 11, 1991 / Proposed Rules 


blue) in accordance with Detail B of 
Figure 1 of this AD. 

(c) Paint a stripe .50 by 1 inch on each 
actuator housing through the inspection 
holes {right-hand black; and left-hand 
blue) in accordance with Detail Bof — 
Figure 1 of this AD. Actuators must not 
be removed to paint the .50 by 1 inch 
stripe on the housing. 

(d) Special flight permits may be 
issued in accordance with FARs 21.197 
and 21.199 to operate airplanes to a . 
location where the requirements of this 
AD can be accomplished. 

(e) An alternative method of 
compliance or adjustment of the initial 
or repetitive compliance times that 
provides an equivalent level of safety 
may be approved by the Manager, 
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office, 
1801 Airport Road, room 100, Mid- 
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas 
67209. The request should be forwarded 
through an appropriate FAA 
Maintenance Inspector, who may add 
comments and then send it to the 
Manager, Wichita Aircraft Certification 
Office. 

(f) All persons affected by this 
directive may obtain copies of the 
documents referred to herein upon 
request to the Beech Aircraft 
Corporation, Commercial Service, 
Department 52, P.O. Box 85, Wichita, 
Kansas 67201-0085; Telephone (316) 
676-7111; or may examine these 
documents at the FAA, Central Region, 
Office of the Assistant Chief Counsel, 
room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106. 


BILLING CODE 4910-13-44 
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Remove the cover 

over the actuator 
inspection hole on each 
stabilizer and paint the 
inspection hole ledges 
(all around) 

Black RH 

Blue LH 


BILLING CODe 4¥1 13 
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Paint a stripe .50 by 1 inch 
on each actuator housing 
through the inspection holes 
Black RH 

Blue LH 


Trim Tab Actuato” 


¢ Trim Tab Actuator 


See Detail B 
(Inspection hole) 


¢C Stabilizer Rear Spar 


Paint a stripe .25 by 1 inch on each 
elevator spar. 
Black RH (2) 
Blue LH (2) 


ELEVATOR AND TRIM TAB 
FIGURE 1 
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Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on April 1, 
1991. 


Don C. Jacobsen, 

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 

jFR Doc. 91-8521 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 91-NM-26-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; British 
Aerospace Model BAC 1-11 200 and 
400 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
{NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to adopt 


a new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to all BAC 1-11 series 
airplanes, which would require 
repetitive dye penetrant and visual 
inspections to detect cracks in the 
machined attachment angles at Frame 
Station 570 and in the top flange of the 
longitudinal boom of the outboard 
auxiliary beam, and repair, if necessary. 
This AD would also require replacing 
certain machined attachment angles at 
specified intervals. This proposal is 
prompted by reports of recent incidents 
involving fatigue cracking in transport 
category airplanes that are approaching 
or have exceeded their economic design 
goal. These conditions, if not corrected, 
will result in degradation in the 
structural capabilities of the pressure 
cabin on the affected airplanes. 

DATES: Comments must be received no 
later than June 3, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, ANM-103, attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 91-NM- 
26-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, 
Washington 98055-4056. The applicable 
service information may be obtained 
from British Aerospace , PLC, Librarian 
for Service Bulletins, P.O. Box 17414, 
Dulles International Airport, 
Washington, DC 20041. This information 
may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue 
SW., Renton, Washington. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William Schroeder, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113; telephone (206) 227- 
2148. Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton; Washington 98055-4056. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the Rules Docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA/public contact, 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. : 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted .in response to this notice 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
post card on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Docket Number. 91-NM-26-AD.” The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

Discussion 

The United Kingdom Civil Aviation 
Authority (CAA), in accordance with 
existing provisions of a bilateral 
airworthiness agreement, has notified 
the FAA of an unsafe condition which 
may exist on all British Aerospace 
Model BAC 1-11 200 and 400 series 
airplanes. There have been reports of 
recent incidents involving fatigue 
cracking in transport category airplanes 
that are approaching or have exceeded 
their economic design goal. Cracks have 
been discovered at fuselage Frame 
Station 570 in the right and left 
machined attachment angles on the 
outboard pressure floor and the 
longitudinal boom of the outboard right 
and left auxiliary beams on airplanes 
which have accumulated between 50,000 
and 75,000 landings. These conditions, if 
not corrected, will result in degradation 
in the structural capabilities of the 
pressure cabin on affected airplanes. 

British Aerospace has issued Alert 
Service Bulletin 53-A—PM5991, issue 1, 
dated September 5, 1990, which 
describes procedures for repetitive dye 
penetrant and visual inspections to 
detect cracks in the machined 
attachment angles at Frame Station 570, 
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and in the top flange of the longitudinal 
boom of the outboard auxiliary beam at 
Frame Station 570, and repair, if 
necessary; and replacement of certain 
machined attachment angles at intervals 
not to exceed 85,000 landings. The 
United Kingdom CAA has classified this 
service bulletin as mandatory. : 

This airplane model is manufactured 
in the United Kingdom and type 
certificated in the United States under 
the provisions of § 21.29 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations and the applicable 
bilateral airworthiness agreement. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other airplanes of the 
same type design registered in the 
United States, an AD is proposed which 
would require repetitive dye penetrant 
and visual inspections to detect cracks 
in the machined attachment angles at 
Frame Station 570 and in the top flange 
of the longitudinal boom of the outboard 
auxiliary beam at Frame Station 570, 
and repair, if necessary; and 
replacement of certain machined 
attachment angles at specified intervals; 
in accordance with the service bulletin 
previously described. 

It is estimated that 70 airplanes of U.S. 
registry would be affected by this AD, 
that it would take approximately 2 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost would be $55 per manhour. 
The estimated cost for required parts is 
$8,000. Based on these figures, the total 
cost impact of the AD on U.S. operators 
is estimated to be $567,700. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Ordcr 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291, (2) is not a “significant 
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 
26, 1979); and (3) if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the __ 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the draft evaluation prepared 
for this action is contained in the Rules 
Docket. A copy of it may be obtained 
from the Rules Docket. 
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List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39. 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes. to amend 14 CFR part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a}, 1421 and'1423; 


49 U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and.14.CFR 11.89. 


§39.13 [Amended] 

2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 

British Aerospace: Applies to all Model BAC 
1-11 200 and 400 series airplanes, 
certificated im any category. Compliance 
is required as indicated, unless 
previously accomplished. 

To prevent degradation in the structural 
capabilities of the pressure cabin on affected 
airplanes, accomplish the following: 

A. For airplanes operating at a maximum. 
cabin differential pressure of 7.5 pounds per 
square inch (psi), as specified in British 
Aerospace Alert Service Bulletin 53-A— 
PM5991, Issue 1, dated. September 5,. 1990: At 
or prior to the accumulation of 33,000 
landings or within 4,000 landings after the 
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs 
later, and thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 8,000 landings, accomplish the 
following: 

1. Perform a dye penetrant inspection to 
detect cracks in the left and right machined 
attachment angles, Part Number AB27- 
7761/2, in accordance with paragraph 2.1.3 of 
the service bulletin. 

2. Performa visual inspection to detect 
cracks in the top flange of the longitudinal 
boom of the left and right outboard auxiliary 
beam, in accordance with paragraph 2.1.4 of 
the service bulletin. 

B. For airplanes operating at a.cabin 
pressure in excess of 7.5 psi up to a maximum 
of 8.2 psi, as specified in British Aerospace 
Alert Service Bulletin 53-A-PM5991, Issue 1, 
dated September’5, 1990: At or prior to the 
accumulation of 22,000 landings or within 
3,000 landings after the effective date of this 
AD, whichever occurs later, the thereafter at 
intervals not'ta exceed 5,000 landings, 
accomplish the following: 

1. Perform a dye penetrant.inspection te 
detect cracks in the left:and right machined. 
attachment angles, Part Number AB27— 
7761/2, in accordance with paragraph 2.2.3 of 
the service bulletin. ‘ . 

2. Perform a views! inspection to detect 
cracks in the top flange of the longitudinal 
boom of the left and. right outboard auxiliary: 
beam, in: accordance: with paragraph 2:2.4 of 
the service bulletin. 

C. If defects:are found: during the 
inspections required by this AD, prior to 


further flight, either replace the cracked 
structure with serviceable parts of the same 
part number; or repair in accordance with a 


Mountain 
or replacement, repeat the inspecti 
roquivad: bee poreanente, A. and B. of this AD 
at the specified interv: 
D. All machined attachment angles having 
part number AB27-7761/2 must be replaced 
with a new part of the same part number 


prior to the accumulation of 85,000-landings 
since new and thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 85,000 landings. 


E. An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used. when approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 


Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113, 

F. Special flight. permits: may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199:to 
operate airplanes to a base-in order-to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to British Aerospace,. PLC, 
Librarian for Service Bulletins, P.O. Box 
17414, Dulles International Airport, 
Washington, DC 20041. These 
documents may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, Washington. 


Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 2, 
1991. 


Darrell M. Pederson, 

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doe. 91-8524 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 91-NM-53-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; SAAB-Scania 
Model SF-340A Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to adopt 


a new airworthiness directive (AD}, 
applicable to certain SAAB-Scania 
Model SF-340A series airplanes, which 
would require the installation of a new 
hydraulic pressure indicator. This 
proposal is prompted by reports of 
insufficient warning of hydraulic 
pressure loss, and the subsequent loss of 


nose wheel steering and brakes during 
taxi.. This. condition, if not corrected, 
could result in reduced controllability of 
the airplane during taxi. 


DATES: Comments must be received no: 
later than June-3, 1991. 

ADDRESSES; Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, ANM-—103, Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 91-NM- 
53~AD, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.., Renton, 
Washington 98055-4056. The applicable 
service information may be obtained 
from SAAB-Scania AB, Product Support, 
S-581.88, Linképing, Sweden. This 
information may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 160% 
Lind Avenue SW.., Renton, Washington. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Mark Quam, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113; telephone (206) 227- 
2145. Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055-4056. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the Rules Docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA/public contact, 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this notice 
must submit.a. self-addressed, stamped 
post card on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Docket Number 91-NM-53—AD.” The 
post card will be date/time stamped and 
returned. ta the commenter. 
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Discussion 

The Luftfartsverket (LFV), which is 
the airworthiness authority of Sweden, 
in accordance with existing provisions 
of a bilateral airworthiness agreement, 
has notified the FAA of an unsafe 
condition which may exist on certain 
SAAB-Scania Model SF-340A series 
airplanes. There have been recent 
reports of loss of nose wheel steering 
and main wheel brakes during taxi. 

The SAAB 340 hydraulic system 
design includes four accumulators. The 
emergency accumulator supplies 
standby hydraulic pressure to the gear 
uplock actuator. The other three 
hydraulic accumulators provide standby 
hydraulic pressure to the landing gear, 
nose wheel steering, propeller brake, 
outboard brakes, and inboard brakes. 
All four accumulators provide pressure 
indication in the cockpit. However, on 
certain airplanes, low pressure warning 
on the central warning panei is provided 
for the emergency accumulator only. 
The accumulator pressure indicators in 
the cockpit do not provide adequate 
warning of low pressure in the range of 
minimum pressure required to maintain 
steering and braking capability during 
taxi. This inability to detect adequately 
hydraulic system pressure loss could 
result in loss of brakes and nose wheel 
steering during taxi and resultant 
reduced controllability of the airplane 
during taxi. 

SAAB has issued Service Bulletin 
SF340-29-004, revision 1, dated 
November 9, 1990, which describes 
procedures for the installation of a new 
hydraulic pressure indicator. The new 
indicator will provide low pressure 
warning to the central warning panel 
when the main accumulator approaches 
the minimum hydraulic pressure 
adequate for steering and brakes during 
taxi, as well as when the emergency 
accumulator pressure is low. The LFV 
has classified this service bulletin as 
mandatory, and has issued 
Airworthiness Directive SAD No. 1-043 
addressing this subject. 

This airplane model is manufactured 
in Sweden and type certificated in the 
United States under the provisions of 
§ 21.29 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations and the applicable bilaterial 
airworthiness agreement. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other airplanes of the 
same type design registered in the 
United States, an AD is proposed which 
would require the installation of a new 
hydraulic pressure indicator in 
accordance with the service bulletin 
previously described. 


It is estimated that 82 airplanes of U.S. 


registry would be affected by this AD, 


that it would take approximtely 1 
manhour per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost would be $55 per manhour. 
The estimated cost for required parts is 
$1,008 per airplane. Based on these 
figures, the total cost impact of the AD 
on U.S. operators is estimated to be 
$87,166. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291, (2) is not a “significant 
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 
26, 1979); and (3) if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the draft evalution prepred for 
this action is contained in the rules 
Docket. A copy of it may be obtained 
from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft safety, 
Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[ AMENDED] 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354{a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89. 


§ 39.13 [Amended] 


2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


SAAB-Scania: Applies to Model SF-340 
series airplanes, Serial Numbers 003 
through 138, certificated in any category. 
Compliance is required within one year 
after the effective date of this AD, unless 
previously accomplished. 

To prevent unexpected loss of nose wheel 
steering and brakes during taxi, accomplish 
the following: 
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A. Remove main/emergency dual pressure 
indicator 3DB, Part Number (P/N) 522796 and 
install main/emergency dual pressure 
indicator 3DB, P/N 523250, in accordance 
with SAAB Service Bulletin SF340-29-004, 
Revision 1, dated November 9, 1990. 


B. An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 
Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager, Standardization 
Branch, ANM-113 

C. Special filght permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 


All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to SASB-Scania AB, Product 
Support, S-581.88, Linképing, Sweden. 
These documents may be examined at 
the FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 
Lind Avenue SW., Renton, Washington. 

Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 2, 
1991. 

Darrell M. Pederson, 

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Se. vice. 
[FR Doc. 91-8522 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 
[Docket No. 91-NM-38-AD] 


Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Models 737-300, -400, and -500 Series 
Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to adopt 
a new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain Boeing Models 
737-300, —400, and -500 series airplanes, 
which would require the installation of a 
newly designed auxiliary brake 
assembly. This proposal is prompted by 
reports of worn auxiliary trim brakes 
that allowed slippage and movement of 
the horizontal stabilizer under certain 
conditions. This condition, if not 
corrected, could result in degraded pitch 
control and/or uncommanded 
movement of the horizontal stabilizer 
under certain combinations of 
conditions of wear and aerodynamic 
loading. 
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DATES: Comments must be recevied.no 
later than June 4, 199%. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain. Region, Transport. Airplane 
Directorate, ANM-103, Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules. Doeket No. 91-NM- 
38-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, 
Washington 98055-4056. Fhe applicable 
service information may be obtained 
from Boeing Commercial Airplane 
Group, P.O..Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. This information 
may be examined at.the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue 
SW., Renton, Washington. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Glenn Dail, Seattle Aircraft 
Certification Office, Systems and 
Equipment Branch, ANM-130S, 
telephone (206) 227-2674. Mailing 
address: FAA, Northwest Mountain 
Region, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, 
Washington 98055-4056. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate: in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the Rules Docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
address specified above. All 
communications recevied on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA/public contact, 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this Notice 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
post. card on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to. 
Docket Number 91-NM-38-AD.” The 
post card will. be date/time stamped.and 
returned to the commenter. 


Discussion 


During a recent examination, the 
[ stabilizer auxiliary brake assembly ona 


Mode! 737 airplane failed. to operate 
properly due to: wern brake shoes. In a 
subsequent inspectian, several operators 
of Model 737 airplanes. found that, on 17 
of 31 airplanes, the auxiliary brake. 
assembly failed: to operate properly due 
to worn brake shoes and interference 
within the internal components of the 
auxiliary brake assembly. The function 
of the primary and auxiliary brake 
assemblies is to prevent the stabilizer 
trim jackscrew from rotating when the 
jackscrew is.not being rotated by the 
main trim actuator or the autopilot 
actuator. The stabilizer trim assembly 
on Model 737 series airplanes was 
certified on the basis of having two 
independent and reliable stabilizer 
brake assemblies to: perform this critical 
function. Failure of the horizontal 
stabilizer trim brake could allow the 
trim jackscrew to rotate and result in 
uncommanded airplane trim and 
reduced controllability of the airplane. 
The FAA has reviewed.and. approved 
Boeing Service Bulletin 737-27-1161, 
dated November 1, 1990, which 
describes procedures for removal of 
existing stabilizer trim actuator 
assemblies and replacement with 
actuators. that have been retrofited with 
redesigned auxiliary brake assemblies. 
Since this condition is likely to exist 


_ or develop on other airplanes of this 


same type design, an AD is proposed 
which would require installation of the 
newly designed auxiliary brake 
assembly in accordance with the service 
bulletin previously described. 

There are approximately 762 Models 
737-300, -400, and -500 series airplanes 
of the affected design in the worldwide 
fleet. It is estimated that 414 airplanes of 
U.S. registry would be affected by this 
AD, that it would. take approximately 42 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost would: be $55 per manhour. 
Parts are estimated to cost $19,118 per 
airplane. Based on these figures, the 
total cost impact of the AD on. U.S. 
operators is estimated to. be $8,871,192. 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have substantial direct effects 
on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12612, it is determined that this proposal 
would not have sufficient federalism 
implications to. warrant the preparation 
of a Federalism Assessment. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed: regulation (1) 
is not.a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291;, (2) is not a. “significant 
rule’”” under DOT Regulatory. Palicies 
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and Procedures: (44 FR 11034, February 
26, 1979); and (3): if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the. Flexibility Act. 
A copy of the draft evaluation prepared 
for this action is contained in the Rules 
Docket. A copy of it may be:obtained 
from the Rules Docket. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 


Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety. 


The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as follows: 


PART 39—[ AMENDED} 


1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a); 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12, 1983); and.14 CFR 11.89. 


$39.13. [Amended] 


2. Section 39.13:is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Boeing: Applies to- Models 737-300, —400, 
-6500 series airplanes; as listed in 

Boeing Service Bulletin 737-27-1161 
dated. November 1,.1990; certificated in 
any category. Compliance required 
within 36: months after the effective date 
of this AD, unless previously 
accomplished. 

To prevent uncommanded stabilizer 
movement in the static position, accomplish 
the following: 

A. Remove the existing stabilizer trim 
assembly and replace it with a stabilizer trim 
assembly that has. been modified with the 
redesigned auxiliary brake assembly in 
accordance with Boeing Service Bulletin. 737— 
27-1161, dated November 1, 1990. 

B. Ar alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be: used when approved by the Manager, 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may. concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO. 

C. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FARs 21.197 and 21.199-to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 


All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may ebtain copies upon 
request te Boeing Commercial Airplane 
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Group, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. These documents 
may be examined at the FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue 
SW.., Renton, Washington. 

Issued in Renton, Washington, on March 
12, 1991. 
Darrell M. Pederson, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doc. 91-8523 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 91-ASO-10] 


Proposed Revision of Control Zone 
and Transition Area, Fort Myers, FL 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise 
the Fort Myers, FL Control Zone and 
Transition Area. The existing Ft. Myers 
VORTAC will be relocated to the 
Southwest Florida Regional Airport and 
renamed Lee County VORTAC effective 
May 30, 1991. This existing control zone 
and transition area have arrival area 
extensions predicated on the Ft. Myers 
VORTAC. This proposed action would 
eliminate the arrival area extensions 
northeast, southwest and northwest of 
the Page Field Airport. The transition 
area would be increased from an 8.5- 
mile to an 11.5-mile radius of Southwest 
Florida Regional Airport. Additionally, a 
minor correction would be made in the 
latitude/longitude coordinates of the 
Page Field Airport. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before: May 30, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Docket No. 91- 
ASO-10, Manager, System Management 
Branch, ASO-530, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Office of the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Southern Region, room 652, 
3400 Norman Berry Drive, East Point, 
Georgia 30344; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 


by submitting such written data, views 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 91- 
ASO-10.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel for Southern 
Region, room 652, 3400 Norman Berry 
Drive, East Point, Georgia 30344, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’S 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Manager, 
System Management Branch (ASO-530), 
Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. Communications 
must identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM’s should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A which 
describes the application procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.171 of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Fort Myers, FL 
Control Zone and Transition Area. The 
existing control zone and transition area 
have arrival area extensions based on 
the Ft. Myers VORTAC. The VORTAC 
will be relocated to the Southwest 
Florida Regional Airport effective May 
30, 1991. This proposed action would 
eliminate the arrival area extensions to 
the control zone and transition area. The 
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transition area would be increased from 
an 8.5-mile to a 11.5-mile radius of 
Southwest Florida Regional Airport. 
Additionally, a minor correction would 
be made in the latitude/longitude 
coordinate position of the Page Field 
Airport. Section 71.171 of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in FAA Order 7400.6G dated 
September 4, 1990. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore, (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 


“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 


Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety, control zones. 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, — 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


A Reus 
1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 
CFR 11.69. 


§ 71.171 [Amended] 

2. Section 71.171 is amended as 
follows: 
Fort Myers, FL [Revised] 


Within a 5-mile radius of Page Field (lat. 
26° 51’ 11” N., long. 81° 51’ 49” W.), excluding 
that portion that coincides with Fort Myers 
Southwest Florida Regional Airport Control 
Zone. 


§ 71.181 [Amended] 


3. Section 71.181 is amended as 
follows: 
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Fort Myers, FL [Revised] 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile 
radius of Page Field Airport (lat. 26° 35’ 11” 
N., long 81° 51’ 49” W.); within a 11.5-mile 
radius of Southwest Florida Regional Airport 
(lat. 26° 32’ 10” N., long. 81° 45’ 18” W.). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 27, 
1991. 

Don Cass, 

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 
Southern Region. 

[FR Doc. 91-8525 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 91-ASO-11] 


Proposed Revision of Control Zone, 
Fort Myers Southwest Florida Regional 
Airport, FL 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise 
the Fort Myers Southwest Florida 
Regional Airport Control Zone. The Ft. 
Myers VORTAC is being relocated to 
the Southwest Florida Regional Airport, 
renamed the Lee County VORTAC, and 
commissioned effective May 30, 1991. A 
new standard instrument approach 
procedure (SIAP) has been developed 
based on the relocated facility. This 
proposed action would add an arrival 
area extension southwest of the airport 
in order to provide controlled airspace 
for protection of instrument flight rules 
(IFR) aircraft executing the SIAP. 
Additionally, since continuous weather 
reporting service is available for the 
airport and the control zone is operated 
full time, the option to establish the 
operating hours of the control zone via 
Notice To Airmen (NOTAM) would be 
removed from the control zone 
description. 


DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before: May 30, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Docket No. 91- 
‘ASO-11, Manager, System Management 
Branch, ASO-530, P.O. Box 20636, 

’ Atlanta, Georgia 30320. 


The official docket may be examined 
in the Office of the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Southern Region, room 652, 
3400 Norman Berry Drive, East Point, 
Georgia 30344; telephone (404) 763-7646. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 


Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 91- 
ASO-11.” The postcard will be date/ 
time stamped and returned to the 
commenter. All communications 
received before the specified closing 
date for comments will be considered 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available for 
examination in the Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel for Southern 
Region, room 652, 3400 Norman Berry 
Drive, East Point, Georgia 30344, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s_ 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Manager, 
System Management Branch (ASO-530), 
Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. Communications 
must identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM's should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A which 
describes the application procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.171 of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Fort Myers 
Southwest Florida Regional Airport, FL 
Control Zone. The Ft. Myers VORTAC is 
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being relocated to Southwest Florida 
Regional Airport and renamed the Lee 
County VORTAC effective May 30, 1991. 
A new SIAP has been developed based 
on the relocated VORTAC. This 
proposed action would add an arrival 
area extension southwest of the airport 
in order to provide the necessary 
controlled airspace for protection of IFR 
aircraft executing the SIAP. 
Additionally, the existing description of 
the control zone contains a provision 
which permits the hours of operation to 
be established in advance via NOTAM. 
Since weather reporting service is 
available around the clock and the zone 
is in continuous operation, the provision 
which allows the zone to be operated 
part time via NOTAM would be 
removed from the control zone 
description. Section 71.171 of part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in FAA Order 7400.6G dated 
September 4, 1990. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore, (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part71 
Aviation safety, Control zones. 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 
CFR 11.69. 





§71.171 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.171 is amended as 
follows: 


Within a 5 mile radius of Southwest 
Florida Regional Airport (lat. 26° 32’ 10” N., 
long. 81° 45° 18” W.}; within 3 miles each side 
of the Lee County VORTAC 251° radial 
extending from the 5-mife radius zone to 8.5 
miles west of the VORTAC; excluding that 
portion which lies 3.5 miles north of and 
— to the extended centerline of Runway 
6/24. 


Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 27, 


Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 
Southern Region. 


[FR Doc. 91-8528 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-€ 


14 CFR Part 71 
[Airspace Docket No. 91-ASO-8] 


Proposed Revision of Control Zone, 
Daytona Beach, FL 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise 
the Daytona Beach, FL Control Zone. 
Presently, the Ormond Beach Municipal 
Airport is within the Daytona Beach 
Control Zone. Operations within the 
zone are governed by weather 
conditions as observed at the Daytona 
Beach Regional Airport. This has 
created some difficulty since weather 
conditions may vary considerably 

the two airports. This proposed 
action would eliminate that portion of 
the control zone which surrounds the 
Ormond Beach Municipal Airport, 
including the arrival area extension 
west of the airport. This would result in 
controlied airspace being raised from 
the surface to 700 feet above ground 
level in the vicinity of the Ormond 
Beach Municipal Airport. Additionally, a 
minor correction would be made in the 
latitude/longitude coordinate position of 
the Daytona Beach Regional Airport. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before: May 24, 1991. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Docket No. 91- 
ASO-8, Manager, System Management 
Branch, ASO-530, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. 


The official docket may be examined 


in the Office of the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Southern Region, room 652, 
3400 Norman Berry Drive, East Point, 
Georgia 30344; telephone (404) 763-7646. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System nt Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 91- 
ASO-8.” The postcard will be date/time 
stamped and returned to the commenter. 
All communications received before the 
specified closing date for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel for Southern 
Region, room 652, 3400 Norman Berry 
Drive, East Point, Georgia 30344, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be fied in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’S 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Manager, 
System Management Branch (ASO-530], 
Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. Communications 
must identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
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NPRM'’s should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A which 
describes the application procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.171 of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Daytona Beach, FL 
Control Zone. Presently the Ormond 
Beach Municipal Airport is included in 
the control zone. Official weather 
observations taken at the Daytona 
Beach Regional Airport govern aircraft 
operations in the entire zone. Weather 
conditions vary between the two 
airports which can affect aircraft 
operations at the Ormond Beach 
Municipal Airport. This proposed action 
would eliminate that portion of the 
control zone and the arrival area 
extension in vicinity of the Ormond 
Beach Airport. If approved, this action 
would raise the floor of controlled 
airspace from the surface to 700 feet 
above ground level in the vicinity of the 
Ormond Beach Airport. Also, a minor 
correction would be made in the 
latitude/longitude coordinate position of 
the Daytona Beach Regional Airport. 
Section 71.171 of part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished in 
FAA Order 7400.6G dated September 4, 
1990. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore, (1} is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979}; and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety, Control zones. 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 71) as follows: 
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PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) 
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 
CFR 11.69. 


§71.171 [Amended] 

2. Section 71.171 is amended as 
follows: 
Daytona Beach, FL [Revised] 


Within a 5-mile radius of Daytona Beach 
Regional Airport (lat. 29°10'51” N., long. 
81°03'22” W.). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on March 27, 
1991. 

Don Cass, : 
Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, 
Southern Region. 

[FR Doc. 91-8527 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 71 


[Airspace Docket No. 91-ASO-9] 


Proposed Revision of Transition Area, 
Yazoo City, MS 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes to revise 
the Yazoo City, MS Transition Area. The 
existing transition area is centered on 
the Barrier Field Airport which was 
closed concurrent with opening of the 
new Yazoo County Airport. The new 
airport is located 2.9 miles west of the 
Barrier Field Airport. A standard 
instrument approach procedure (SIAP) 
has been developed to serve Runway 35 
at the Yazoo County Airport. This 
proposed action would center the 
transition on the new airport in order to 
provide controlled airspace necessary 
for protection of instrument flight rules 
(IFR) aeronautical operations. 
Additionally, the operating status of the 
Yazoo County Airport would be 
changed from visual flight rules (VFR) to 
IFR concurrent with publication of the 
SIAP. 


DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before: May 24, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Docket No. 91- 
ASO-9, Manager, System Management 
Branch, ASOI-530, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. 


The official docket may be examined 
in the Office of the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Southern Region, Room 652, 
3400 Norman Berry Drive, East Point, 
Georgia 30344; telephone (404) 763-7646. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Walters, Airspace Section, 
System Management Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320; telephone (404) 763-7646. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposal. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket and be 
submitted in triplicate to the address 
listed above. Commenters wishing the 
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their 
comments on this notice must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
“Comments to Airspace Docket No. 91- 
ASO-9.” The postcard will be date/time 
stamped and returned to the commenter. 
All communications received before the 
specified closing data for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Office of the 
Assistant Chief Counsel for Southern 
Region, room 652, 3400 Norman Berry 
Drive, East Point, Georgia 30344, both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments. A report summarizing each 
substantive public contact with FAA 
personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Manager, 
System Management Branch (ASO-530), 
Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320. Communications 
must identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM'’s should also request a copy of 
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Advisory Circular No. 11-2A which 
describes the application procedure. 


The Proposal 


The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.181 of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 71) to revise the Yazoo City, MS 
Transition Area. The existing transition 
area is centered on the Barrier Field 
Airport which was closed concurrent 
with opening the new Yazoo County 
Airport. The new airport is located 2.9 
miles west of the Barrier Field Airport. 
A standard instrument approach 
procedure (SIAP) has been developed to 
serve Runway 35 at the new airport. 
This proposed action would provide the 
necessary controlled airspace for 
protection of IFR aeronautical 
operations at the new Yazoo County 
Airport. Additionally, the operating 
status of the airport would change from 
VFR to IFR concurrent with publication 
of the SIAP. Section 71.181 of part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in FAA Order 7400.6G dated 
September 4, 1990. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore, (1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety, Transition areas. 
The Proposed Amendment 


Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 71) as follows: 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND 
REPORTING POINTS 


1. The authority citation for part 71 
continues to read as follows: 





Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a}, 1354(a), 1510; 
Executive Order 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g)} 
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 
CFR 11.69. 


§71.181 [Amended] 


2. Section 71.181 is amended as: 
follows: 


Yazoo City, MS [Revised] 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile 
radius of Yazeo County Airport flat. 32°52'59” 
N., long. 90°27'48" W.). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, 
1991. 

Don Cass, 

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division., 
Southern Region. . 

[FR Doc. 91-8528 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4916-13-M 


or March 27, 


[Docket Number FEMA-7017] 


Proposed Flood Elevation 
Determinations. 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
modified base {100-year) flood 
elevations listed below for selected 
locations in the nation. The base (100- 
year) flood elevations are the basis for 
the floodplain management measures 


adopt or show evidence of 

in effect in order to qualify or to remain 
qualified for participation in the 
National Flood Insurance Program. 
DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of the proposed rule in a 
newspaper of [ocal cireulation in each 
community. 

ADDRESSES: See table below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. William R. Locke, Chief, Risk 
Studies Division, Federal Insurance 
Administration, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472 (202) 646-2754. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency gives notice of the proposed 
determinations of modified base flood 
elevations for selected locations in the 
nation, in accordance with section 110 
of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448)}, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 44 CFR 
part 67.4{a). 

These elevations, together with the 
floodplain management measures 
required by § 60.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean that the community must 
change any existing ordinances that are 
more stringet in their floodplain 
management requirements. The 
community may at any time enact 
stricter requirements on its own, or 
pursuant to policies established by other 
Federal, state or regional entites. These 


a 
being already 


PROPOSED MODIFIED BASE FLOOD ELEVATIONS 
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proposed modified elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premiunt rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance coverage on 
existing buildings and their contents. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605{b), the Administrator, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifes 
that the proposed modified flood 
elevation determinations, if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A flood 
elevation determination under section 
1363 forms the basis for new local 
ordinances, which, if adopted by a local 
community, will govern future 
construction within the floodplain area. 
The local community voluntarily adopts 
floodplain ordinances in accord with 
these elevations. Even if ordinances are 
adopted in compliance with minimum 
Federal standards, the elevations 
prescribe how high to build in the 
floodplain and do not proscribe 
development. Thus, this action only 
forms the basis for future local actions. 
It imposes no new requirement; of itself 
has no economic impact. 


List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 67 
Flood insurance, Floodplains. 


1. The authority citation for part 67 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C 4001 et seq., 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, E.O. 12127. 


The modified base flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Approximately 0.5 mile downstream of Emma 
Road. 


Approximately 0.26 mile downstream of 45th 
Street. : 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Elm Springs, Arkansas. 
Send comments to The Honorable J. L. Hallstem, Mayor of the Town of Elm Springs, Washington County, P.O. Box 74, Elm Springs, Arkansas 72728. 


ee re 
poprnimatly 0.3 mile upstream of Sawmill 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 300 West Arch Avenue, Searcy, Arkansas 
Serd comments to The Honorable Glenn Pledger, Mayor of the City of Searcy, White County, 300 West Arch Avenue, Searcy, Arkansas 72143. 
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PROPOSED MoobiFIED BASE FLOOD ELEvaTions—Continued 


Maps available for inspection at the County Courthouse, Macon, Georgia. 
Send comments to Mr. Larry G. Justice, Chairman of the Bibb County Board of Commissioners, P.O. Box 4708, Macon, Georgia 31298. 


Maps available for inspection at the Planning and Zoning Office, 105 Court Road, Nicholasville, Kentucky. 
Send comments to The Honorable William Neal Cassity, Jessamine County Judge, County Courthouse, Nicholasville, Kentucky 40356. 


Approximately 225 feet downstream of Knight * 186 
Road. 


Approximately 425 feet upstream of Knight None * 189 
Raod. 
Upstream side of CONRAIL Culvert ...............000.. * 184 * 183 
* 200 "197 
Maps available for inspection at the Framingham Memorial Building, Concord Square, Framingham, Massachusetts. 


Send comments to Mr. Edgar Gadbois, Executive Administrator for the Town of Framingham Board of Selectmen, Middleses County, Memorial Building, Concord 
Square, Framingham, Massachusetts 01701. 


for inspection at the Village Clerk’s Office, 112 Vine Street, Yutan, Nebraska. 
of the Board, Village of Y; 112 Vine Street, P.O. Box 215, Yutan, 
Approximately 60 feet downstream of Erie 
Lackawanna Railroad. 


een 50 feet upstream of Liberty 

pooronaty 400 feet upstream of Valley 

seamndsite 1.01 miles upstream of Valley 
Road. 


Maps available for inspection at the Clerk's Office, 29 Park Avenue, Berkeley Heights, New Jersey 07922. 
Send comments to Mr. Joe Cara, Berkeley Heights. Township Administrator, Union County, 29 Park Avenue, Berkeley Heights, New Jersey 07922. 


Maps available for inspection at the Township Building, 820 Mercer Street, Cherry Hill, New Jersey. 
Send comments to The Honorable Susan Bass Levin, Mayor of the Township of Cherry Hill; Camden County, 820 Mercer Street, P.O. Box 5002, Cherry Hill, New 


Maps available for inspection at the Borough Clerk's Office, 275 Broad Avenue, Palisades Park, New Jersey. 


Send comments to The Honorable Joseph lannaconi, Mayor of the Borough of Palisades. Park, Bergen County, 275 Broad Avenue, Palisades Park, New Jersey 
07650. 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Office, Saranac Lake, New York. 
Send comments to Mr. Richard V. DePuy, Saranac Lake Village Manager, Essex and Franklin Counties, 2 Main Street, Saranac Lake, New York 12983. 


Approximately 20 feet downstream of State 
eaten 26845. 
Big. HOMOW PRUR .....00cecscresrseerseeee 


Downstream corporate limits 
Approximately 150 feet upstream of T-336.... 
Maps available for inspection at the Township Engineer’s Office, 3147 Research Drive, State College, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Mr. Mark Kunkle, Ferguson Township Manager, Centre County, 3147 Research Drive, State Coliege, Pennsylvania 16801. 


Approximately 50 feet downstream of Trevose 
load. 


Approximately 950 feet upstream of Hickory 
Avenue. 
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PROPOSED MODIFIED BASE FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county 


Poquessing Creek Tributary 
No. 1. 


Mill Creek 


Depth in feet above 
. “Elevation in feet 
(NGVD) 


Approximately 650 feet upstream of confluence 
with Poquessing Creek. 


At upstream corporate limits 

Approximately 1,270 feet downstream of Bris- 
tol Road West. 

Approximately 0.47 mile upstream of Bristol 
Road. 


Maps available for inspection at the Public Works Department, 1500 Desire Avenue, Feasterville, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Ms. Kathleen Chiolan-Goldhan, L Southampton Township Manager, Bucks County, 1500 Desire Avenue, Feasterville, Pennsylvania 19053. 


New /3ritain, Township, 
Bucks Connty. 


At downstream corporate limits None * 248 


Approximately 1,800 feet upstream of corpo- None * 250 
rate limits. 


Maps available for inspection at the Township Building, 207 Park Avenue, New Britain, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Mr. Robert Bender, New Britain Township Manager, Bucks County, 207 Park Avenue, P.O. Box D, New Britain, Pennsylvania 18901. 


Pennsylvania Upper Dublin, Township, 
Montgomery County. 


At a point approximately 200 feet downstream 
of the downstream corporate limits. 

At a point approximately 200 feet upstream of 
the upstream corporate limits. 


Maps available for inspection at the Township Building, 801 Loch Alsh Avenue, Fort Washington, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Mr. Gregory N. Kiemick, Upper Dublin Township Manager, Montgomery County, 801 Loch Alsh Avenue, Fort Washington, Pennsylvania 1904 


Pennsylvania College, Township, 
Centre County. 


Wainut Run 


Slab Cabin Run 


Spring Creek 


Thompson Ru.........0-r0-e 


At the confluence with Siab Cabin Run 


At upstream corporate limits 

At the confluence with Thompson Run.. 

At upstream corporate limits 

At the confluence with Spring Creek 

Approximately 350 feet upstream of corporate 
limits. 

Approximately 250 feet downstream of conflu- 
ence of Slab Cabin Run. 

Approximately 675 feet upstream of Puddin- 
town Road. 


Maps available for inspection at the Township Municipal Office, 1481 East College Avenue, State College, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Mr. Thomas Lechner, Manager of the Township of College, Centre County, 1481 East College Avenue, State College, Pennsylvania 16801. 


Pennsylvania Whitemash, Township, 
Montgomery County. 


At the most downstream SEPTA bridge 


At Valley Green Road 


Maps available for inspection at the Zoning Office, 4021 Joshua Road, Lafayette Hill, Pennsylvania. 
Send comments to Mr. Lawrence Gregan, Whitemarsh Township Manager, Montgomery County, 4021 Joshua Road, Lafayette Hill, Pennsylvania 19444. 


Rhode Island. 


Entire shoreline within community 


Entire shoreline within community 


..| Entire shoreline within community.. 


Entire shoreline within community.. 

Entire shoreline within community. 

Entire shoreline within community. 

At downstream corporate limits 

Approximately 400 feet upstream of corporate 
limits. 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Building and Zoning Official, Town Hall, 1137 Putnam Pike, Chepachet, Rhode Island. 
Send comments to Mr. Donald J. Driscoll, President of the Glocester Town Council, Providence County, Glocester Town Hall, P.O. Drawer B, Chepachet, Rhode 


Island 02814. 





City of Forest Acres, Eightmile Branch 
Richland County. 


At confluence with Gills Creek 


About 1000 feet upstream of Trenholm Road 


Maps available for inspection at the City Administrator's Office, 5205 Trenholm Road, Forest Acres, South Carolina. 
Send comments to The Honorable Royce G. Waites, Mayor, City of Forest Acres, 5205 Trenhoim Road, Forest Acres, South Carolina 29206. 


Unincorporated Areas. 


At the downstream corporate limits * 780 


At the upstream corporate limits * 812 


Maps available for inspection at the Public Works Department, 414 South Main Street, San Antonio, Texas. 
_Send comments to The Honorable John Longoria, Bexar County Judge, County Courthouse, Commissioners Court, Suite 101, San Antonio, Texas 78205. 


Pulaski, Town, Pulaski Sproules Run 
County. 


Approximately 317 feet upstream of confluence 
with Peak Creek. 
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PROPOSED MooirieD Base FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Maps available for inspection at the Town Engineer's Office, 42 First Street, Pulaski, Virginia. 
Send comments to Mr. Don Holycross, Pulaski Town Manager, Pulaski County, P.O. Box 660, 42 First Street, Pulaski, Virginia 24301. 


Maps available for inspection at the Country Courthouse, 7th Street and Tomlinson Avenue, Moundsville, West Virginia. 
Send comments to Mr. Donald K. Mason, President of the Marshall County Commission, P.O. Box 459, Moundsville, West Virginia 26041. 


At confiuence with Howard Cr 
Approximately 240 feet wees of State 


Route 92. 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 34 W. Main Street, White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia. 
Send comments to The Honorable Michael E. Hager, Mayor of the City of White Sulphur Springs, Greenbrier County, P.O. Box 340, White Sulphur Springs, West 


Virginia 24986. 


At the downstream corporate limits 


Ata 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 107 East 4th Avenue, Williamson, West Virginia. 
Send comments to The Honorable Sam G. Kapouraies, Mayor of the City of Williamson, Mingo County, P.O. Box 1517, Williamson, West Virginia 25661. 


Issued: March 28, 1991. 
C. M. “Bud” Schauerte, 
Administrator, Federal Insurance 
Administration. 


[FR Doc. 91-8563 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-02-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


48 CFR Part 552 
[GSAR Notice 5-316] 
General Services Administration 


Acquisition — Revision of 
Marking Clause 


AGENCY: Office of Acquisition Policy, 
GSA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites written 


comments on a proposed change to the 
General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation (GSAR) (APD 
2800.12A), chapter 5, that would revise 
the clause at 552.210-75, Marking, to 
extend the right of the Government to 
perform required marking to any 


shipment of improperly marked supplies 
received from a contractor without prior 
notice to the contractor. The intended 
effect is to provide guidance to GSA 
contracting personnel and provide 
uniform procedures for contracting 
under the regulatory system. 

DATES: Comments are due in writing on 
or before May 13, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted to Marjorie Ashby, Office of 
GSA Acquisition Policy (VP), 18th & F 
Streets, NW., room 4026, Washington, 
DC 20405. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul Linfield, Office of GSA Acquisition 
Policy (202) 501-1224. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


A. Executive Order 12291 

The Director, Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB), by memorandum 
dated December 14, 1984, exempted 
certain agency procurement regulations 
from Executive Order 12291. The 
exemption applies to this proposed rule. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


This proposed rule is not expected to 
have a significant economic impact on 4 


a point approximately 500 feet downstream 
“of Norfolk and Western Railway. 


substantial number of small entities 
within the meaning of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seg.}. 
Currently, the clause at 552.210~-75 
allows the Government to correct 
improperly marked supplies without 
prior notice to the contractor when 
supplies are inspected and accepted at 
destination. This proposed rule would 
simply amend the clause to extend this 
right to the Government for any 
improperly marked shipment. Comments 
from small entities concerning the 
affected GSAR section will be 
considered in accordance with section 
610 of the Act. 


C. Paperwork Reduction Act 


The proposed rule does not contain 
information collection requirements that 


require the approval of OMB under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
3501 et seq.). 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Part 552 
Government procuremer:t. 


1. The authority citation for 48 CFR 
part 552 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486{c). 
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PART 552—[ AMENDED] 


2. Section 552.210-75 is amended by 
revising the clause date and paragraph 
(b) of the clause to read as follows: 


§ 552.210-75 Marking. 


* * * * * 


MARKING (XXX 1991) 
* * * * * 

(b) Improperly marked material. When 
supplies not marked in accordance with 
contract requirements are received, the 
Government has the right, without prior 
notice to the Contractor, to perform the 
required marking, by contract or otherwise, 
and charge the Contractor therefor at the rate 
specified elsewhere in this contract. This 
right is not exclusive, and is in addition to 
other rights or remedies provided for in this 
contract. 
(End of Clause) 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 
Richard H. Hopf, III, 
Associate Administrator for Acquisition 
Policy. 
[FR Doc. 91-8543 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-61-M 


48 CFR Parts 552 and 570 
[GSAR Notice 5-292] 


General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation; Late Offers 
Provision (Leases of Real Property) 


AGENCY: Office of Acquisition Policy, 
GSA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites written 


comments on a proposed change to the 
General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation (GSAR) that 
would revise the Late Submissions, 
Modifications, and Withdrawals of 
Offers provision at 552.270-3 to (1) 
Change the time used to establish 
whether an offer is late from the time 
specified for receipt of “best and final” 
offers to the time specified for receipt of 
initial offers; (2) provide a 2-day late 
offer rule for offers mailed by U.S. 
Postal Service Express Mail Next Day 
Service; (3) add an additional situation 
when late offers will be considered; and 
(4) recognize the contracting officer's 
ability to authorize the submission of 
offers and modifications or withdrawals 
via facsimile. The proposal would also 
revise section 570.207 to provide 
procedures for contracting officers’ 
consideration of late offers received 
before a request for “best and final” 
offers is issued when those offers can be 
evaluated without interfering with the 
Government's timely award of a 
contract and the offer provides 


significant cost or technical advantages 
to the Government. 

DATES: Comments are due in writing on 
or before May 13, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted to Marjorie Ashby, Office of 
GSA Acquisition Policy (VP), 18th and F 
Streets, NW., room 4026, Washington, 
DC 20405. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ida M. Ustad, Office of GSA Acquisition 
Policy, (202) 501-1224. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. Executive Order 12291 


The Director, Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB), by memorandum 
dated December 14, 1984, exempted 
certain agency procurement regulations 
from Executive Order 12291. The 
exemption applies to this proposed rule. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 


The proposed rule does not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 
U.S.C. 601 et seg.) because it simply 
establishes the rules that will be applied 
in acquisitions of leasehold interests in 
real property to determine whether a 
late offer may be considered. Therefore, 
an initial regulatory flexibility analysis 
has not been performed. Comments from 
small entities concerning the affected 
GSAR sections however, will be 
considered in accordance with section 
610 of the Act. 


C. Paperwork Reduction Act 


This proposed rule does not contain 
any recordkeeping or information 
collection requirements that require the 
approval of OMB under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq. 


List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 552 and 
570 


Government procurement. 


It is proposed that 48 CFR parts 552 
and 570 be amended to read as follows: 
1. The authority citation for 48 CFR 
parts 552 and 570 continues to read as 

follows: 


Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486(c). 


2. Section 552.270-3 is revised to read 
as follows: 


552.270-3 Late submissions, 
modifications, and withdrawals of offers. 

As prescribed in 570.701-3, insert the 
following provision: 


Late Submissions, Modifications, and 
Withdrawals of Offers (XXX 1991) 


(a) Any offer received at the office 
designated in the solicitation after the exact 
time specified for receipt will not be 
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considered unless it is received before award 
is made and it— 
(1) Was sent by registered or certified mail 


_ not later than the fifth calendar day before 


the date specified for receipt of offers (e.g., an 
offer submitted in response to a solicitation 
requiring receipt of offers by the 20th of the 
month must have been mailed by the 15th); 

(2) Was sent by mail or, if authorized by 
the solicitation, was sent by telegram or via 
facsimile and it is determined by the 
Government that the late receipt was due 
solely to mishandling by the Government 
after receipt at the Government installation; 

(3) Was sent by U.S. Postal Service Express 
Mail Next Day Service-Post Office to 
Addressee, not later than 5:00 p.m. at the 
place of mailing two. working days prior to 
the date specified for receipt of offers. The 
term “working days” excludes weekends and 
U.S. Federal holidays; 

(4) Is the only offer received; or 

(5) Is received sufficiently in advance of 
the Contracting Officer’s issuance of a 
request for “best and final” offers to permit 
evaluation without interfering with the 
Government's award of a contract in time to 
satisfy its need and the offer provides 
significant cost or technical advantages to the 
Government. 

(b) Any modification of an offer, except a 
modification resulting from the Contracting 
Officer’s request for “best and final” offers, is 
subject to the same conditions as in 
subparagraphs (a) (1), (2), and (3) of this 
provision. 

(c) A modification resulting from the 
Contracting Officer's request for “best and 
final” offers received after the date and time 
specified in the request will not be 
considered unless received before award and 
the late receipt is due solely to mishandling 
by the Government after receipt at the 
Government installation. 

(d) The only acceptable evidence to 
establish the date of mailing of a late offer or 
modification sent either by U.S. Postal 
Service registered or certified mail is the U.S. 
or Canadian Postal Service postmark both on 
the envelope or wrapper and on the original 
receipt from the U.S. or Canadian Postal 
Service. Both postmarks must show a legible 
date or the offer or modification shall be 
processed as if mailed late. “Postmark” 
means a printed, stamped, or otherwise 
placed impression (exclusive of a postage 
meter machine impression) that is readily 
identifiable without further action as having 
been supplied and affixed by employees of 
the U.S. or Canadian Postal Service on the 
date of mailing. Therefore, offerors should 
request the postal clerk to place a legible 
hand cancellation bull's eye postmark on 
both the receipt and the envelope or wrapper. 

(e) The only acceptable evidence to 
establish the time of receipt at the 
Government installation is the time/date 
stamp of that installation on the offer 
wrapper or other documentary evidence of 
receipt maintained by the installation. 

(f} The only acceptable evidence to 
establish the date of mailing of a late offer, 
modification, or withdrawal sent by Express 
Mail Next Day Service-Post Office to 
Addressee is the date entered by the post 
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office receiving clerk on the “Express Mail 
Next Day Service-Post Office to Addressee” 
label and the postmark on both the envelope 
or wrapper and on the original receipt from 
the U.S. Postal Service. “Postmark” has the 
same meaning as defined in paragraph (d) of 
this provision, excluding postmarks of the 
Canadian Postal Service. Therefore, offerors 
should request the postal clerk to place a 
legible hand cancellation bull's eye postmark 
on both the receipt and the envelope or 
wrapper. 

(g) Notwithstanding paragraph (a) of this 
provision, a late modification of an otherwise 
successful offer that makes its terms more 
favorable to the Government will be 
considered at any time it is received and may 
be accepted. 

(h) Offers may be withdrawn by written 
notice or telegram (including mailgram) 
received at any time before award. If the 
solicitation authorizes facsimile offers, offers 
may be withdrawn via facsimile received at 
any time before award, subject to the 
conditions specified in the provision entitled 
“Facsimile Proposals.” Offers may be 
withdrawn in person by an offeror or an 
authorized reprsentative, if the 
representative's identity is made known and 
the representative signs a receipt for the offer 
before award. 


(End of Provision) 


3. Section 570.207 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 570.270 Late offers, modifications of 
offers, and withdrawal of offers. 


Offers determined to be received late 
in accordance with FAR 15.412 will not 
be considered unless paragraph (a)(5) of 
the provision at 552.270-3 applies. A late 
offer which is received before a request 
for “best and final” offers is issued will 
be considered, provided that evaluation 
of the late offer will not interfere with 
the Government's timely award of a 
contract and the offer provides 
significant cost or technical advantages 
to the Government. Where a 
determination is made that 
consideration of the late offer will not 
delay timely contract award, the offer 
will be evaluated and, if determined to 
be within the competitive range, will be 
given the same consideration as other 
offers within the competitive range. 
Where only one offer is involved, and it 
is received after the time specified but 
before a determination is made by the 
contracting officer to resolicit, the offer 
may be considered. The contracting 
officer, assisted by pricing and technical 
personnel, will make a determination of 
the significance of any reduction in cost 
and of the significance of any technical 
advantages to the Government offered 
by a late offer 


Dated: April 2, 1991. 
Richard H. Hopf, Ill, 


Associate Administrator for Acquisition 
Policy. 


[FR Doc. 91-8544 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-61-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 


50 CFR Part 17 
RIN 1018-AB 38 


Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Six-Month Extension on 
the Proposed Rule for the Prairie Mole 
Cricket (Gryollotaipa Major) 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Proposed rule; notice of 
extension of deadline and comment 
period. 


SUMMARY: The Service extends for 6 


additional months the 1-year period on a 
proposed rule (55 FR 17465; April 25, 
1990) to list the prairie mole cricket 
(Gryllotalpa major) as threatened under 
authority of the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973, as amended (Act). Since the 
proposed rule was published, the 
Service now believes that a portion of 
the specie’s range in eastern Kansas and 
northeast Oklahoma was not thoroughly 
searched. The extension period will 
allow time to complete additional 
intensive survey work in Kansas and 
Oklahoma, and assess the overall status 
of the species. A 

DATES: Within this 6-month extension, 
the new deadline for the final rule will 
be October 25, 1991. A new comment 
period will commence June 17, 1991, and 
will close July 16, 1991. 


_ ADDRESSES: The complete file for this 


notice is available for inspection, by 
appointment, during normal business 
hours at the Services's Office of 
Endangered Species, Federal Building, 
Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minnesota 
55111. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William F. Harrison, Acting Endangered 
Species Division Chief, at the above 
address (612/725-3276 or FTS 725-3276). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


The prairie mole cricket (Gryllotalpa 
major) is among the largest insects in 
North America and may measure up to 6 
cm (2.5 inches) from end to end. 
Saussure described the first specimen 
from Illinois in 1874. Historical records 
indicate specimens were collected from 
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Arkansas, Illinois, Oklahoma, and 
Mississippi, in addition: to Kansas and 
Missouri. At the time of the Service's 
1984 Invertebrate Species Notice of 
Review (49 FR 21664) the prairie mole 
cricket was thought to be extinct. As a 
result of survey data from 1986-1989, the 
species was proposed for listing as 
threatened on April 25, 1990, (55 FR 
17465). At that time the species was 
known from 95 occurrences on tallgrass 
native prairie segments in southwest 
Missouri, eastern Kansas, central and 
northwest Arkansas, and central and 
northeast Oklahoma. 


During the comment period, questions 
were raised within the Service about the 
adequacy of the surveys, and the types 
of microhabitat that the species 
requires. Although surveys have been 
ongoing from 1986-1989, concerns were 
expressed that there appeared to be an 
“absence” of sampling in the 
“continuous” prairies of Kansas and 
Oklahoma. The Service now believes 
that surveys should be conducted in 
these areas prior to a final listing 
decision and plans to undertake an 
intensive survey during the spring of 
1991, in the Kansas Flint Hills and 
adjoining portions of Oklahoma. 

New occurrences of the prairie mole 
cricket were discovered in Oklahoma, in 
a type of habitat different from small 
fragmented remnant areas of usually 
ungrazed or mowed native tallgrass 
prairie, which was described in the 
proposed rule as the type of habitat 
where the species is most often found. 
These discoveries have raised questions 
about habitat requirements, and a 
possible bias in some surveys. It is 
believed that the additional surveys in 
the spring of 1991 should also be 
conducted within types of habitat not 
previously considered, but now thought 
to be appropriate. Therefore, before a 
decision is made on the final listing, 
additional surveys within appropriate 
habitat types will be carried out in the 
spring of 1991. Upon completion of these 
additional surveys, and after a thorough 
analysis of the resulting data, the 
Service will decide either to continue 
with the final listing of the species, or to 
withdraw the proposal for Gry/lotalpa 
major as provided under section 
4(b)(6)(B)(i) of the Act. 


Author 


The author of this notice is William F. 
Harrison, Biologist, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (see addresses section 
above). 
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Authority 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1361-1407; 16 U.S.C. 
1531-1543; 16 U.S.C. 4201-4245; Pub. L. 99- 
625, 100 Stat. 3500; unless otherwise noted. 


List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17 


Endangered and threatened species, 
Exports, Imports, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, and 
Transportation. 

Dated: April 4, 1990. 

Richard M. Smith, 

Director, Fish and Wildlife Service. 

[FR Doc. 91-8458 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


50 CFR Part 17 


Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Finding on a Petition to 
List the Mexican Spotted Owl as 
Threatened or Endangered 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice of petition finding. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Service) announces a 12-month 
finding for a petition to amend the Lists 
of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants. The Service has determined 
that the petitioned action to list the 

Mexican spotted owl is warranted. The 
Service, therefore, will publish in the 
near future a proposed regulation to list 
the owl as a threatened species. 

DATES: The finding announced in this 
notice was made on February 20, 1991. 

- ADDRESSES: Information, comments, or 
questions should be submitted to the 
Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Ecological Services Field Office, 
3530 Pan American Highway, NE., Suite 
D, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87107. The 
petition, finding, supporting data, and 
comments will be available for public 
inspection, by appointment, during 
normal business hours at the above 
address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Field Supervisor, Ecological Services 
Field Office at the above address (505/ 
883-7877 or FTS 474-7877). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


Section 4(b)(3)(B) of the Endangered 
Species (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), requires that, within 
12 months of receipt of a petition to add 
a species to, or remove a species from 
the Lists of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants, a finding be made 
as to whether the requested action is; (a) 
not warranted, (b) warranted, or (c) 
warranted, but precluded by other 


listing activity. Such a 12-month finding 
is to be published promptly in the 
Federal Register. If the finding is that the 
action is warranted, section 4(b)(3) also 
requires a prompt publication in the 
Federal Register of a proposed 
regulation to implement such action. The 
Service now announces a 12-month 
finding on a December 22, 1989, petition. 

The Service received a petition (dated 
December 21, 1989) from Dr. Robin 
Silver on December 22, 1989, to list the 
Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis 
lucida) as a threatened or endangered 
species. The Service made a 90-day 
finding on February 17, 1990, that 
substantial information existed 
indicating that the petitioned action may 
be warranted. An announcement of this 
finding was published in the Federal 
Register on March 28, 1990 (55 FR 
11413). 

The Mexican spotted owl is one of 
three spotted owl subspecies. It is easily 
distinguished from the northern and 
California spotted owls. Recent research 
indicates the Mexican spotted owl may 
represent a distinct species. . 

The range of the Mexican spotted owl 
extends from the northern Rocky 
Mountains in Colorado and the 
Colorado Plateau in southern Utah, 
southward through Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Western Texas, and in 
Mexico along the Sierra Madre 
Occidental and Sierra Madre Oriental to 
the mountains at the southern end of the 
Mexican Plateau. 

Abundance of the owl varies greatly 
within this range. In Utah and Colorado, 
owls reported in the last 3 years total 10 
pairs and 22 single birds. Likewise, owls 
appear rare throughout most of their 
range in Mexico. Museum records and 
reports dating from 1870 confirm owls 
from only 23 localities, 17 of these being 
from the United States border States of 
Sonora and Chihuahua. The owl is most 
abundant in the Sacramento Mountains 
of south central New Mexico, the 
Mogolion Highlands of western New 
Mexico and central to eastern Arizona, 
and the mountains of the Basin and 
Range Province of southeastern Arizona. 
These three regions account for 
approximately 85 percent of the owls 
presently known. Owls presently known 
total 290 pairs and 199 singles, which is 
779 birds. The Service's estimate of the 
total Mexican spotted owl population is 
1,956 birds. There are no estimates of 
the owl’s historic population size; its 
present and historic range are thought to 
be similar. 

Mexican spotted owls occur almost 
exclusively on public lands and Indian 
reservations. Approximately 90 percent 
of presently known owls are on national 
forests, 5 percent are on Indian 
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reservations, 4 percent are on national 
ane 
Land Management (BLM) lands. 

The Mexican spotted owl commonly — 
inhabits forested mountains and 
canyons containing dense, uneven-aged, 
multistoried forests with a closed 
canopy. These structural characteristics 
are found most often in mixed-conifer or 
ponderosa pine/Gambel oak forests old 
enough to also exhibit a high incidence 
of large cavity trees, broken tops, 
numerous snags, and a heavy 
accumulation of downed logs and other 
woody material. When owls occupy 
younger forests, these usually contain 
remnant large trees or patches of large 
trees from earlier stands. In the northern 
part of the owl's range, it inhabits steep, 
rock-walled canyons with less dense 
vegetation than farther south. 

Estimated owl habitat reported by 
agencies is about 6,800,000 acres. The 
Service excluded the ponderosa pine 
community type from habitat estimates 
whenever possible, because surveys 
have shown this community type is not 
use by owls for roosting or nesting. 
Maximum estimate of owl habitat, 
excluding the ponderosa pine 
community type, is about 5,600,000 
acres. Based on agency estimates, 69 
percent of owl habitat is on national 
forests, 13 percent is on Indian ~ 
reservations, 10 percent is on BLM 
lands, 5 percent is on national parks, 
and 2 percent is on state lands. 

About 62 percent of owl habitat in 
Mexico and Arizona is managed for 
timber production. This includes about 
2,000,000 acres on national forests and 
880,000 acres on Indian reservations. An 
additional 14 percent (660,000 acres) of 
New Mexico and Arizona owl habitat is 
on national forest lands classified as 
unsuitable for harvest or 
administratively withdrawn from 
harvest. Because this habitat is 
interspersed between lands managed for 
timber production, it will often be 
indirectly affected by timber harvest of 
adjacent lands. 

National forests in Utah and Colorado 
did not report land uses for their owl 
habitat. These lands are 20 percent of 
total owl habitat (1,330,000 acres). 

About 10 percent of total owl habitat 
is managed for multiple uses on BLM 
lands. These uses may include oil, gas, 
and minerals exploration, cattle grazing, 
firewood cutting, limited timber harvest, 
recreation, and wildlife management. 

About 15 percent of total owl habitat 
is managed for recreation, wildlife, and 
cultural values on national parks and 
national forest wilderness areas. There 
are between 238,000 and 438,000 acres of 
owl habitat on national parks in the 
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Southwest, and 434,000 acres on 
national forest wilderness areas in New 
Mexico and Arizona. 

Because national forests in New 
Mexico and Arizona manage 
approximately 90 percent of known owl 
locations, there is special concern about 
forest management practices. About 23 
percent of owl habitat (1,037,000 acres) 
on national forests in New Mexico and 
Arizona was suitable for owls in the 
past but became unsuitable due to 
logging or natural causes (mostly fire). 
This loss was 79 percent from logging 
and 21 percent from natural causes. 
Recovery to suitable habitat conditions 
will require more than 50 years for 31 
percent of the acreage, and more than 
100 years for 48 percent of the acreage. 
Because of probable future timber 
harvest entries, this land should be 
considered lost indefinitely as owl 
habitat. 

Several records from the 1800's 
indicate spotted owls formerly occupied 
middle and low elevation riparian 
woodland habitats. These habitats may 
have satisfied many of the spotted owl's 
roosting and nesting requirements. 
Arizona has lost more than 90 percent of 
its low elevation riparian habitat since 
the mid-1800's and losses in New 
Mexico are probably comparable. 

Mexican spotted owl habitat faces 
future destruction and modification at a 
rate equal to or exceeding that of recent 
decades. These losses result largely 
from present forest management 
practices. The U.S. Forest Service 
(USFS) in the Southwest primarily 
manages its timber stands using the 
even-aged shelterwood harvest 
technique. Thus, the uneven-aged, 
multistoried stands comprising primary 
owl habitat will be converted to 
unsuitable even-aged stands with 
reduced structural diversity. 

The Forest Plans for five of the 11 
national forests in New Mexico and 
Arizona contain provisions to allow 
logging on slopes greater than 40 
percent. These areas were formerly 
unlogged due to the high operating cost 
of steeper slope timber removal. Steeper 
slopes typically provide superior spotted 
owl habitat by virtue of their 
topography, rock outcrops, cliffs, and 
generally cooler microclimate often 
supporting multilayered mixed-conifer 
forests. By harvesting steeper slopes, a 
greater proportion of the timber 
removed will be of the mixed-conifer 
type preferred by owls. Formerly, most 
timber in the Southwest was harvested 
from the high value, easily accessed 
ponderosa pine forests on relatively flat 
or rolling terrain. 


Harvesting methods are predicted to 
change from those used in previous 
decades. Formerly, a large proportion of 
timber harvesting was done as light 
intermediate cuts that removed only a 
few trees from a timber stand. U.S. 
Forest Service Forest Plans predict there 
will be a large increase in timber 
harvesting using regeneration cuts that 
remove most of the timber from a stand. 
The time needed for an area to regain 
suitable owl habitat after a regeneration 
cut is 100 or more years. 

Timber demands and outputs are 
predicted to increase for at least five 
decades, increasing the rate of owl 
habitat loss. The combined total 
allowable sale quantity for all New 
Mexico and Arizona national forests is 
now 437 million board feet per year. The 
sale quantity is predicted to increase by 
30 percent to 571 million board feet per 
year in five decades. 

In Mexico, future spotted owl habitat 
loss is expected to be equal to or greater 
than in the United States. The protection 
once afforded owls in Mexico by the 
remoteness and ruggedness of their 
preferred habitat has largely 
disappeared before an exploding human 
population, an expanding road system, 
and increased mechanization. A 
proposal backed by the World Bank and 
aimed at the Copper Canyon region of 
western Chihuahua would extract more 
than 4 billion board feet of lumber from 
20 million acres over 6.5 years. 

Increased interest in the Mexican 
spotted owl will increase funds 
available for scientific studies. Some 
studies may be detrimental to owls, 
which exist in small isolated 
populations throughout much of their 
range. 

Fragmentation of habitat will increase 
spotted owl contact with predators and 
competitors. A more than 2 percent 
average annual increase in great Lorned 
owls and red-tailed hawks has been 
noted on the U.S. Fish and Wildiife 
Service breeding bird survey in New 
Mexico and Arizona over the last 22 
years. Both of these species prey on 
spotted owls and prefer the more open 
habitat created by forest fragmentation. 

No state or Indian nation other than 
the State of Arizona protects the 
Mexican spotted owl under its 
endangered or sensitive species laws. 
Most Federal agencies have policies to 
protect state threatened or endangered 
species and some also protect Federal 
candidate endangered species, such as 
the Mexican spotted owl. Most agencies, 
however, lack specific guidelines to 
implement these protection policies. 

The USFS in New Mexico and 
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Arizona is protecting the Mexican 
spotted owl under an interim directive, 
which will expire December 26, 1991, 
unless reissued. The directive 
establishes a 2,000-acre Mexican 
Spotted Owl Management Territory for 
each single owl or pair found during owl 
surveys. The territory has a 450-acre 
core centered around the roost or nest 
site. Road construction is the only 
habitat disturbance allowed in the core 
area. Management activities (usually 
logging) are allowed in 516 acres of the 
territory and in up to 775 acres under 
unspecified special circumstances. 
These guidelines have not been applied 
consistently to all forests. The territory 
size was reduced to 1,500 acres on the 
Lincoln and Gila National Forests. 
These forests have significant owl 
populations and the 2,000-acre territory 
guidelines conflict severely with 
planned timber harvests. 

The USFS spotted owl management 
guidelines do not protect unoccupied 
owl habitat. The guidelines will promote 
forest-wide habitat fragmentation and 
allow small-scale fragmentation to occur 
within management territories. 

Forest fires have destroyed about 
220,000 acres of spotted owl habitat in 
New Mexico and Arizona in recent 
years. Most of the habitat lost to fire 
will require more than 100 years to 
regain suitable condition for owls. 

Based on the preceding information 
and other information contained in the 
Mexican Spotted Owl Status Review, 
the Service has determined that the 
petitioned action to list the Mexican 
spotted owl under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, as amended, is 
warranted. The Service, therefore, will 
publish in the near future a proposed 
regulation to list the owl as a threatened 
species. 

The Service would appreciate any 
additional data, information, or 
comments from the public, government 
agencies, the scientific community, 
industry, or any other interested party 
concerning the Mexican spotted owl. 


Author 


This notice was prepared by Sonja 
Jahrsdoerfer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, P.O. Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
New Mexico 87103, (505/766-2914 or 
FTS 474-2914). 


Authority 


The authority for this action is the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended 
(16 U.S.C. 1531-1544). 
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List of Subjects in 50 GFR Part 17 


Endangered and threatened species, 
Exports, Imports, Reporting and record- 
keeping requirements, and 
Transportation. 

Dated: April 4, 1991. 

Richard M. Smith, 

Acting Director, Fish and Wildlife Service. 
[FR Doc. 91-8457 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 





‘The’ Department of Agriculture has 
submitted to OMB for review the 
following proposals for the.collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
chapter 35) since the last list was 
published. This list is grouped into new 
proposals, revisions, extensions, or 
reinstatements. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

(1) Agency proposing the information 
collection; (2) Title of the information 
collection; (3) Form number(s), if 
applicable; (4) How often the 
information is requested; (5) Who will 
be required or asked to report; (6) An 
estimate of the number of responses; (7) 
An.estimate of the total number of h 
ours needed to provide for information; 
(8) Name and telephone number of the 
agency contact person. 

Questions about the items in the 
listing should be directed to the agency 
person named at the.end of each entry. 
Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from: Department Clearance Officer, 
USDA, OIRM, room 404-W Admin. 
Bidg., Washington, DC 20250, (202) 447- 
2118. 


Revision 


© Farmers Home Administration 

7 CFR 1980-D, Rural Housing Loans 
1980-11, -12, -13, -16, -17, -18, —20, -21 

Recordkeeping; On occasion 

Individuals or households; State or local 
governments; businesses or other for- 
profit; small businesses or 
organizations; 57,175 responses; 30,168 
hours 

Jack Holston (202) 382-9736 


Extension 


© Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


Prohibited and restricted importation .of 
meats, animal byproducts, poultry, 
organisms and vectors into the United 
States 

VS 16-3, VS oF 7 16-26 

On occasion; ' 

Individuals or’ anh State or local 
governments; ‘businesses or other for- 
profit; Federal agencies or employees, 
non-profit institutions; small 
businesses or organizations; 6,700 
responses; 14,131 hours 

Harvey A. Kryder (301) 436-7885. 

Donald E. Hulcher, 

Deputy Departmental Clearance Officer. 

[FR Doc..91-8498 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-01-m 


Office of the Secretary 
Meat import Limitations; Second 
Quarterly Estimate 


Public Law 88-482, enacted August 22, 
1964, as amended by Public Law 96-177, 
Public Law 100-418, and Public Law 
100-449 {hereinafter referred to as the 
“Act”), provides for limiting the quantity 
of fresh, chilled, ‘or frozen meat of 
bovine, sheep except lamb, and goats; 
and processed meat of beef or veal 
(Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States subheadings 0201.10.00, 
0201.20.20, 0201.20.40, 0201.20.60, 
0201.30.20, 0201.30.40, 0201.30.60, 
0202.10.00, 0202.20.20, 0202.20.40, 
0202.20:60, 0202.30.20, 0202.30.40, 
0202.30.60, 0204.21.80, 0204.22.40, 
0204.23.40, 0204.41.00, 0204.42.40, 
0204.43.40, and'0204.50:00), which may 
be imported, other than products of 
Canada, into the United States in any 
calendar year. Such limitations are to be 
imposed when the Secretary of 
Agriculture estimates that imports of 
articles, other than products of Canada, 
provided for in Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule ofthe United ‘States 
subheadings 0201.10.00, 0201.20.40, 
0202.10.00, 0202.20.40, 0202.20.60, 
0202.30.40, 0202.30.60, 0204.21.00, 
0204.22.40, 0204.23.40, 0204.41.00, 
0204.42.40, 0204.43.40, and.0204.50.00 
(hereinafter referred to as “meat 
articles”), in ‘the absence of limitations 
under the Act during such calander year, 
would equal or exceed 110 percent of 
the estimated aggregate quantity of meat 
articles prescribed for calendar year 
1990 by subsection 2{c) as.adjusted 
under subsection 2{d) of the Act. 
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As announced in the Notice published 
in the Federal Register on January 7, 
1991 (56:FR 520), the estimated aggregate 
quantity of meat articles other thar 
products of Canada prescribed by 
subsection 2{c) as adjusted by 
subsection 2(d) ef the Act for calendar 
year 1991 is 1,298.8 million pounds. 

‘In accordance with the requirements 
of the Act, I have determined that the 
second quarterly estimate of the 
aggregate quantity of meat articles other 
than products of Canada which would, 
in the absence of limitations under the 
Act, be imported during calendar yea" 
1991 is 1,280 million pounds. 

Done.at Washington, DC, this 6th day of 
March, 1991. 

Edward Madigan, 
Sacretary of Agriculture. 
[FR Doc. 91-8572 Filed 410-91; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 3410-10-M 


Federal Grain Inspection Service 


AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection 
Service {Service}, USDA. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces the 
designation of Central Jowa Grain 
Inspection Service, Inc. '{Central Iowa), 
Eastern lowa Grain Inspection and 
Weighing Service, Inc. (Eastern lowa), 
and Mid-lowa Grain Inspection, Inc. 
(Mid-lowa), as official agencies 
responsible for providing official 
services under the U.S. Grain Standards 
Act,.as Amended {Act), in the 
McGregor, lowa, geographic area. 


EFFECTIWE DATE: May 1, 1991. 


appresses: Homer E. Dunn, Chief, 
Review Branch, Compliance Division, 
FGIS, USDA, room 1647 South Building, 
P.O. Box 96454, Washington, DC 20096- 
6454. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Homer E. Dunn, telephone 202-447-8525. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action ‘has been reviewed and 
determined not to be a rule or regulation 
as defined in Executive Order 12291 and 
Departmental ‘Reguation 1512-1; 
therefore, the Executive Order and 
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Departmental Regulation do not apply to 
this action. 

In the November 1, 1990,Federal 
Register (55 FR 46089), the Service 
announced that the designation of 
McGregor Grain Inspection and 
Weighing Corporation, Inc., McGregor, 
Iowa, terminated on November 30, 1990, 
and would not be renewed. The Service, 
in the November 1 Federal Register, also 
requested applications for official 
agency designation to provide official 
services in the area serviced by 
McGregor. Applications were to be 
postmarked by December 3, 1990. There 
were seven applicants for designation in 
the available geographic area. Each 
applied for the entire geographic area, 
with several also applying for 
subdivisions thereof as an alternative. 

The seven applicants are: 1. Central 
Iowa Grain Inspection Service, Inc. 
(Central Iowa), (entire area, or any 
geographic subdivision of the area); 2. 
Eastern Iowa Grain Inspection and 
Weighing Service, Inc. (Eastern Iowa), 
(entire area, or that portion east of the 
western Allamakee and Clayton county 
lines); 3. David L. Ayers proposing to do 
business as Northeast Iowa Grain 
Inspection, Inc. (Ayers), (entire area); 4. 
Joyce A. White and Ronnie R. White, 
proposing to do business as McGregor 
Grain Inspection and Weighing 
Corporation, Inc. (White/White), (entire 
area, or any geographic subdivision of 
the area); 5. John H. Oliver, Inc., dba 
Keokuk Grain Inspection Service 
(Keokuk), (entire area, or Clayton 
County only, or any division which 
includes Clayton County); 6. Mid-lowa 
Grain Inspection, Inc. (Mid-Iowa), 
(entire area, or any geographic 
subdivision of the area); and 7. Gary M. 
Bothwell, Thomas E. Meyer, Beverly J. 
Bothwell, and Paula Meyer, proposing to 
do business as Iowa Grain Inspection 
Service, Inc. (Bothwell/Meyer/ 
Bothwell), (entire area). The application 
from Bothwell/Meyer/Bothwell was 
subsequently withdrawn at the 
applicants request. All the other 
applicants plan to establish at least one 
specified service point to provide 
official service within the available 
geographic area. 

In the January 2, 1991, Federal 
Register (56 FR 65), the Service named 
and requested comments on the 
applicants for designation. Comments 
were to be postmarked by February 19, 
1991. Eighteen comments were received, 
with one commenter commenting on 
more than one applicant. Three 
applicants, Bothwell/Meyer/Bothwell, 
Central Iowa, and Mid-Iowa, received 
no comments. 

Eastern Iowa received one comment; 
from a grain firm in its presently 


assigned geographic area endorsing 
them based on good service. 

Keokuk received nine comments; five 
from grain firms in its presently 
assigned geographic area endorsing 
them based on good service; two from 
firms in the McGregor area endorsing 
Keokuk based on discussions with 
Keokuk's manager; one from a former 
president of a grain company in 
Keokuk’s presently assigned area 
endorsing them based on past good 
service; and one from a grain company 
in the McGregor area endorsing Keokuk 
as an alternative to White/White. 

White/White received four comments; 
three from grain firms in the McGregor 
geographic area endorsing them based 
on good service; and one from Ms. 
White endorsing White/ White. 

Ayers received five comments; two 
from grain firms in the geographic area 
presently assigned to Ayers’ employer, 
an official agency, endorsing Ayers 
based on good service; two from the 
parent corporation of Ayers’ employer 
endorsing Ayers based on acquaintance 
and their working relationship; and one 
from a grain firm endorsing Ayers based 
on acquaintance and their working 
relationship. 

The Service evaluated all available 
information regarding the designation 
criteria in section 7(f)(1)(A) of the Act; 
and in accordance with section 
7(f}(1)(B), determined that Central Iowa, 
Eastern Iowa, and Mid-Iowa are better 
able than any other applicant to provide 
official services in the geographic areas 
for which they are being designated. 

Effective May 1, 1991, and terminating 
upon the end of Central Iowa’s (August 
31, 1993), Eastern Iowa's (July 31, 1992), 
and Mid-Iowa’s (September 30, 1993), 
present designations, these agencies are 
designated to provide official inspection 
services in the geographic area specified 
below, which together comprise the area 
described in the November 1, Federal 
Register. 

To Central Iowa Grain Inspection 
Service, Inc., the following area: Bremer 
County (except that area north of State 
Route 3 and west of U.S. Route 218); 
Chickasaw County; and Howard 
County, Iowa. 

To Eastern Iowa Grain Inspection and 
Weighing Service, Inc., the following 
location: Paris and Sons Grain Elevator, 
Masonville, Delaware County, Iowa. 

To Mid-Iowa Grain Inspection, Inc., 
the following area: Allamakee County, 
Clayton County, Fayette County, and 
Winneshiek County, Iowa. 

The present designations of Central 
Iowa, Eastern Iowa, and Mid-Iowa are 
hereby amended by adding the 
aforementioned geographic area. 
Interested persons in the new 
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geographic areas may obtain official 
services by contacting Central Iowa at 
515-648-3467, Eastern Iowa at 319-556- 
8700, and Mid-Iowa at 319-363-0239. 

Until May 1, 1991, persons or firms 
located in the McGregor, Iowa, 
geographic area requiring official 
inspection service should contact the 
Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, 
Trade and Consumer Protection at 608— 
266-7100 to obtain service. 


Authority: Pub. L. 94-582, 90 Stat. 2867, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 71 et seq.) 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
J.T. Abshier. 
Director, Compliance Division 
FR Doc. 91-8472 Filed.4—10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-EN-F 


Forest Service 


Amendment to the Land and Resource 
Management Plan for the Shoshone 
National Forest; Park, Hot Springs, 
Fremont, Sublette and Teton Counties, 
WY 


AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Notice; intent to prepare an 
environmental impact statement. 


SUMMARY: The Shoshone National 
Forest is initiating actions to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Record of Decision for an amendment to 
the Land and Resource Management 
Plan. This Environmental Impact 
Statement will focus on developing 
alternatives for actions to be taken on 
934,990 acres of the Shoshone National 
Forest available for gas and oil leasing 
and 66,650 acres of Grizzly Bear 
Management Situation is not currently 
available for gas and oil leasing. The 
Record of Decision will make two 
decisions. The availability for leasing 
decision, required by Forest Service 
regulation, title 36 CFR 228.102(d) will be 
made on the 66,650 acres of Grizzly Bear 
Management Situation I. The site 
specific leasing decision, required by 
Forest Service regulation, title 36 CFR 
228.102(e) to lease or not lease and the 
conditions of the lease will be made for 
the acres made available by the Forest 
Land and Resource Management Plan 
and any additional Grizzly Bear 
Management Situation I lands made 
available by the first decision. 
Implementation of the leasing decision 
will require that the lands to be leased 
be offered for leasing at public auction 
conducted by the Bureau of Land 
Management. The initial review of the 
scope of this amendment indicates that 
it will be a significant amendment per 36 
CFR part 219 and will require 
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preparation of an‘Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL: Gary Cargill, 
Rocky Mountain Regional Forester. 
DATES: Comments concerning the Scope 
of analysis should be received in writing 
by June 3, 1991. 

appresses: Send written comments to: 
Barry Davis, Forest Supervisor, 
Shoshone National Forest, P.O. Box 
2140, Cody, Wyoming 82414. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gary Carver, Forest ‘Minerals Specialist, 
(307) 527-6241. 


Background 

The Land and Resources Management 
Plan for the Shoshone National Forest 
was approved for February 27, 1986 and 
implementation began 45 days later. On 
April 20, 1990 the new Forest Service 
Regulations (36 CFR parts 228 and 261) 
to accomplish the purposes of the 
Federal Onshore Oil and Gas Leasing 
Reform Act of 1987 went into effect. A 
review of the Forest Plan for compliance 
with the new regulations was made and 
concluded that adequate analysis for a 
leasing decision for specific lands 
required by 36 CFR 228.102(e) had not 
been completed. On April 25, 1990 the 
Forest Supervisor placed a moratorium 
on further leasing of Shoshone National 
Forest lands. The completion ofa 
leasing amendment to the Forest Plan 
and an Environmental Impact Statement 
is necessary prior to future oil and gas 
leasing actions on the Forest. 


Analysis and Response to Public 
Comments 


Formal public involvement efforts will 
be initiated in April, 1991 with meetings 
in Dubois, Lander, Meeteetse, Cody, and 
Powell, Wyoming. Federal, state, and 
local agencies and other individuals or 
organizations who may be interested in 
or affected by the decisions will be 
invited to participate in this process. 
Notification for those meetings will be 
given through the news ‘media and 
letters to Federal state, and local 
agencies, individuals and organizations 
that have expressed interest in minerals 
management on the Forest. 

Because this amendment may alter 
the long term mix.of goods and services 
to be provided from the Shoshone 
National Forest, it will be significant 
amendment. As such, analysis and 
preparation of this amendment will 
follow and procedures governing Forest 
Planning as presented in 36 CFR part 
219. This includes.all procedures 
necessary for determining which of the 
available Forest lands will actually be 
leased and the ‘terms and conditions for 
any lands leased. 


A Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement and Proposed. 
are scheduled to be completed by 
December 1991. The Final 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Amendment are scheduled for 
completion by June 1992. 

The comment period on the draft 
environmental impact statement will be 
90 days from the date Environmental 
Protection Agency publishes the notice 
of availability in ‘the Federal Register. 

The Forest Service believes it is 
important ito give reviewers notice at 
this early stage of several court 
related to public participation in the 
environmental review process. First, 
reviewers of the draft environmental 
impact statements must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer's position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. 
v. NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553:(1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the draft environmental impact 
statement stage but are not raised until 
after completion of the final 
environmental impact statement may be 
waived or dismissed by the courts. City 
of Angoon'v Hodel, 803 F.2d, 1016, 1022 
(9th Cir.1986) and Wisconsin Heritages, 
Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. Supp. 1334, 1338, 
(E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of these court 
rulings, it is very important that those 
interested in this proposed action 
participate by the close of the 90-day 
comment period so that substantive 
comments and objections are made 
available to the Forest Service at a time 
when it can meaningfully consider them 
and respond to them in the final 
environmental impact statement. 

To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the draft environmental 
impact statement should be.as specific 
as possible. It is also helpful if 
comments refer to specific pages or 
chapters of the draft environmental 
impact statement. Comments may also 
address the adequacy of the draft 
environmental impact statement or the 
merits of the alternatives formulated 
and discussed in ‘the statement. 
(Reviewers may wish to refer to the 
Council .on Environmental Quality 
Regulations for implementing the 
procedural provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act.at40:CFR 
1503.3 in addressing these points.) 

Those having comments now are 
invited to submit them to Barry Davis, 
Forest Supervisor, Shoshone National 
Forest. 


Dated: April-¢, 1991. 
Barry: Davis, 
Forest Supervisor, Shoshone National Forest. 
[FR Doc. 91-8529 Filed 4-10-81; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-11-08 


Soll Conservation Service 
Short-Scarham Creeks Watershed, AL 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant ‘to section 102(2){C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 
CFR part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
part 650); the Soil-Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
Short-Scarham Creeks Watershed, 
DeKalb, Etowah, and Marshall Counties, 
Alabama. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ernest 'V. Todd, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, 665 Opelika 
Road, Auburn, Alabama 36830, 
telephone (205)'821-8070. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Ernest V. Todd, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for 
watershed protection to: improve water 
quality by reducing excess nutrients and 
sediment in streams and in lake 
Guntersville. 

The planned works of improvement 
include the installation of 255 animal 
waste management systems and 
accelerated conservation land treatment 
of 6,500 acres of cropland. 

The notice ofa Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency and to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies-of the FONSI are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above 
address. Basic data developed during 
the environmental assessment are on 
file and may be reviewed by contacting 
Ernest V. Todd. 
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No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until 30 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 
(This activity is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance under No. 
10.904—Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention—and is subject to the provisions 
of Executive Order 12372 which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with State 
and local officials.) 

Dated: April 1, 1991. 

[FR Doc. 91-8515 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


South Sauty Creek Watershed, AL 
AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 


of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 
CFR part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
part 650); the Soil Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
South Sauty Creek Watershed, DeKalb, 
Jackson, and Marshall Counties, 
Alabama. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ernest V. Todd, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, 665 Opelika 
Road, Auburn, Alabama 36830, 

’ telephone (205) 821-8070. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Ernest V. Todd, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for 
watershed protection to improve water 
quality by reducing excess nutrients and 
sediment in streams and in Lake 
Guntersville. 

The planned works of improvement 
include the installation of 185 animal 
waste management systems and 
accelerated conservation land treatment 
of 5,900 acres of cropland. 

The notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency and to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the FONSI are available to fill 


single copy requests at the above 
address. Basic data developed during 
the environmental assessment are on 
file and may be reviewed by contacting 
Ernest V. Todd. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until 30 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 


(This activity is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance under No., 
10.904—Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention—and is subject to the provisions 
of Executive Order 12372 which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with State 
and local officials.) 

Dated: April 1, 1991. 
Ernest V. Todd, 
State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 91-8516 Filed 4~1091; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Agency Form Under Review by the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) 


DOC has submitted to OMB for 
clearance the following proposal for 
collection of information under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35). 

Agency: International Trade 
Administration. 

Title: Caribbean Basin Initiative 
Investment Survey. 

Form numbers: Agency—ITA-734P. 
OMB—0625-0193. 

Type of Request: Extension of the 
expiration date of a currently approved 
collection. 

Burden: 200 respondents; 67 reporting 
hours. 

Average hours per response: 20 
minutes. 

Needs and uses: A major goal of the 
Caribbean Basin Initiative (CBI) is to 
increase regional investment to diversify 
the economies and create employment 
and economic growth in Central 
America and the Caribbean islands. For 
each company that invested, the survey 
identifies the investment registration 
date, size of investment, employment 
generated, products produced, annual 
sales, principal markets, ownership, and 
utilization of U.S. Government 
programs. This type of investment 
information is needed on an on-going 
basis to gauge the effectiveness of the 
CBI program and its associate programs, 
and to suggest areas where change or 
improvement may be needed to increase 
effectiveness. In addition, this 
information is needed by certain other 
Government agencies to carry out 
congressionally-mandated studies 
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concerning the CBI's impact on U.S. 
labor and industry. 

Affected public: Businesses or other 
for profit; small businesses or 
organizations. 

Frequency: On occasion. 

Respondent's obligation: Voluntary. 

OMB deck officer: Marshall Mills. 
395-7340. 

Copies of the above information 
collection proposal can be obtained by 
calling or writing DOC Clearance 
Officer, Edward Michals, (202) 377-3271, 
Department of Commerce, room 5312, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent to 
Marshall Mills, OMB Desk Officer, room 
3208, New Executive Office Building, 
Washington, DC 20503. 

Dated: April 4, 1991. 

Edward Michals, 

Department Clearance Officer, Office of 
Management and Organization. 

[FR Doc. 91-8470 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-CW-M 


Bureau of Export Administration 


Action Affecting Export Privileges; 
Richard B. Wolf 


Order 


In the Matter of: Richard B. Wolf, 7044 
Anjou Creek Circle, San Jose, California 
95120, Respondent. 


Whereas, on November 18, 1988, then- 
Assistant Secretary for Export 
Enforcement G. Philip Hughes entered 
an Order against Respondent which, in 
pertinent part, provided that: 


It is Therefore ordered, First, 


A. Wolf shall pay to the Department a civil 
penalty consisting of the lesser of $80,000 or 
the amount by which $80,000 exceeds the 
amount of the criminal fine imposed, and for 
which payment is not suspended, by the 
United States District Court for the Northern 
District of California (the Court”) pursuant 
to the plea agreement entered into between 
Wolf and the United States in June of 1985. 
Payment to the Department of any civil 
penalty imposed shall be made in the manner 
specified in the attached instructions, as 
follows: 

(1) If the criminal fine has been paid in full 
on or before March 31, 1989, Wolf will pay 
any civil penalty imposed in four quarterly 
payments of $10,000 each, which shall be due 
on or before July 1, 1989, October 1, 1989, 
January 1, 1990 and Apri! 1, 1990. 

(2) If the criminal fine has not been paid in 
full by March 31, 1989, Wolf will pay any civil 
penalty imposed in this proceeding in 
quarterly installments, the first of which shall 
be equal to the lesser of $40,000 or the 





Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April.11, 1991 / Notices 


amount by which $80,000 exceeds the amount 
of the criminal fine paid as of March 31, 1989, 
and which shall be due on July 1, 1989, with 
successive payments of $10,000 each to be 
due on October 1, 1989, January 1, 1990, April 
1, 1990, and July 1, 1990, or until such earlier 
time [as] the civil penalty is paid in full. 

B. If Wolf fails to pay any installment (or 
portion of any installment) of the criminal 
fine imposed by the Court when due, that 
amount shall become payable to the 
Department, within 90 days, as a portion of 
the civil penalty agreed to pursuant to 
paragraph 2.a. hereof, provided, however, 
that the subsequent payment by Wolf of the 
overdue installment or portion of the criminal 

‘fine shall reduce the amount of the civil 
penalty imposed under this subparagraph by 
the amount of any such payment and 
provided that in no event shall the civil 
penalty imposed exceed $80,000: 

C. Wolf's failure to make timely payment of 
any civil penalty imposed pursuant to this 
Order shall constitute a violation thereof; 

Second, Wolf is denied export privileges as 
follows: 

A. For a period of five years following the 
date of entry of this Order, Wolf is denied all 
privileges of participating, directly or 
indirectly, in any manner or capacity, in any 
export of U.S.-origin commodities or technical 
data, from the United States or abroad. 


* * * * * 


C. The Department agrees that all five 
years of the five-year denial period described 
in subparagraph A. above will be suspended 
pursuant to section [7]88.16(c) of the 
Regulations, on the effective date of this 
Order. The Department will waive the 
suspended portion of the denial period at the 
end of the five-year period, provided that 
Wolf has committed no further violations of 
the Act, the Regulations, or this Order. 


Whereas, pursuant to §§ 788.17(b) and 
788.16(c) of the Export Administration 
Regulations (currently codified at 15 
CFR parts 768-799 (1990)) the 
“Regulations”), issued pursuant to the 
Export Administration Act of 1979, as 
amended (50 U.S.C.A. app. 2401-2420 
(1990)) (“EAA”),! on February 5, 1991, 
the Department applied to the 
undersigned to modify the Order of 
November 18, 1988, by revoking the five- 
year period of suspension of denial, 
thereby imposing a denial period of five 
years because Respondent has refused 
or failed to pay any portion of the 
administrative penalty referenced in 
that Order.? 


1 The EAA expired on September 30, 1990. 
Executive Order 12730 (55 FR 40373, October 2, 
1990) continued the Regulations in effect under the 
International Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 
U.S.C.A. 1701-1706 (1991)). 

2 The Department also noted that Respondent has 
failed to pay any of the criminal penalty referenced 
in the Order. 


Whereas, on February 5, 1991, I issued 
an Order directing Respondent to show 
cause, on or before March 15, 1991, why 
the Order of November 18, 1988 should 
not be modified as requested by the 
Department for failure to pay the 
required civil penalty; : 

Whereas, the Order to Show Cause 
was duly served on the Respondent in a 
manner authorized by § 788.4 of the 
Regulations; 

Whereas, Respondent has failed to 
show cause why the revocation of the 
suspension of the five-year denial period 
requested by the Department should not 
be ordered; 

Now, Therefore, pursuant to 
§§ 788.17(b) and 788.16(c) of the 
Regulations and in consequence of 
Respondent's failure to pay the civil 
penalty as required by the Order of 
November 18, 1988; 

It is Therefore Ordered That the 
Order of November 18, 1988, is hereby 
modified as follows: 

First, the suspension of the five-year 
period of denial of all U.S. export 
privileges imposed against Respondent 
is hereby revoked. Richard B. Wolf, 7044 
Anjou Creek Circle, San Jose, California 
95120, and all his successors, assignees, 
officers, partners, representatives, 
agents and employees, shall be denied, 
for a period of five years from the date 
of this Order, all privileges of 
participating, directly or indirectly, in 
any manner or capacity, in any 
transaction involving the export of U.S.- 
origin commodities or technical data 
from the United States or abroad. 

A. All outstanding individual 
validated export licenses in which 
Respondent appears or participates, in 
any manner or capacity, are hereby 
revoked and shall be returned forthwith 
to the Office of Export Licensing for 
cancellation. Furhter, all of 
Respondent's privileges of participating, 
in any manner or capacity, in any 
special licensing procedure including, 
but not limited to, distribution licenses, 
are hereby revoked. 

B. Without limiting the generality of 
the foregoing, participation prohibited in 
any such transaction, either in the 
United States or abroad, shall include, 
but is not limited to, participation: (i) As 
a party or as a representative of a party 
to any export license application 
submitted to the Department; (ii) in 
preparing or filing with the Department 
any export license application or 
request for reexport authorization, or 
any document to be submitted 
therewith; (iii) in obtaining from the 
Department or using any validated or 
general export license or other export 
control document; (iv) in carrying on 
negotiations with respect to, or in 
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receiving, ordering, buying, selling, 
delivering, storing, using, or disposing of 
any commodities or technical data, in 
whole or in part, exported or to be 
exported from the United States and 
subject to the Regulations; and (v) in 
financing, forwarding, transporting, or 
other servicing of such commodities or 
technical data. Such denial of export 
privileges shall extend only to those 
commodities and technical data which 
are subject to the Act and the 
Regulations. 

C. After notice and opportunity for 
comment, such denial may be made 
applicable to any person, firm, 
corporation, or business organization 
with which the Respondent is now or 
hereafter may be related by affiliation, 
ownership, control, position of 
responsibility, or other connection in the 
conduct of trade or related services. 

D. No person, firm, corporation, 
partnership or other business 
organization, whether in the United 
States or elsewhere, without prior 
disclosure to and specific authorization 
from the Office of Export Licensing 
shall, with respect to U.S.-origin 
commodities and technical data, do any 
of the following acts, directly or 
indirectly, or carry on negotiations with 
respect thereto, in any manner or 
capacity, on behalf of or in any 
association with the Respondent or any 
related person, or whereby the 
Respondent or any related person may 
obtain any benefit therefrom or have 
any interest or participation therein, 
directly or indirectly: (a) Apply for, 
obtain, transfer, or use any license, 
Shipper’s Export Declaration, bill of 
lading, or other export control document 
relating to any export, reexport, 
transshipment, or diversion of any 
commodity or technical data exported, 
in whole or in part, or to be exported by, 
to, or for the respondent or any related 
person denied export privileges; or (b) 
order, buy, receive, use, sell, deliver, 
store, dispose of, forward, transport, 
finance, or otherwise service or 
participate in any export, reexport, 
transshipment, or diversion of any 
commodity or technical data exported or 
to be exported from the United States. 
These prohibitions apply only to those 
commodities and technical data which 
are subject to the Act and the 
Regulations. 

Second, this Order shall be served 
upon the Respondent and published in 
the Federal Register. 


This Order is effective immediately. 
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Entered this second day of April, 1991. 
Quincy M. Krosby, 
Assistant Secretary for Export Enforcement. 
[FR Doc. 91-8538 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-OT-M 


Data Transfer Standard (SDTS) 


AGENCY: National Institute of Standards 
and Technology (NIST), Commerce. 


‘ACTION: Notice; Request for comments. 


summary: A Federal information 
processing standard is being proposed 
for use in the interchange of digital 
spatial data. 


This proposed FIPS is the result of 
major efforts by Federal and national 
organizations during the past nine years. 
Specifications are provided for the 
organization and structure of digital 
spatial data transfer, definition of 
spatial features and attributes, and data 
transfer encoding. 

Prior to the submission of this 
proposed FIPS to the Secretary of 
Commerce for review and approval, it is 
essential to assure that consideration is 
given to the needs and views of 
industry, the public, and State and local 
governments. The purpose of this notice 
is to solicit such views. 

This proposed FIPS contains two 
sections: (1} An announcement section, 
which provides information concerning 
the applicability, implementation, and 
maintenance of the standard; and (2) a 
specification section which deals with 
the technical requirements of the 
standard. Only the announcement 
section of the standard is provided in 
this notice. Interested parties may 
obtain copies of the technical 
specifications from the United States 
Geological Survey (USGS), Mail Stop 
510, Attention: SDTS Coordinator, 12201 
Sunrise Valley Drive, Reston, Virginia 
22091-9817, telephone (703) 648-4591. 
DATES: Comments on this FIPS 
must be received on or before July 10, 
1991. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments 
concerning the proposed FIPS should be 
sent to: Director, Computer Systems 
Laboratory, Att: Proposed FIPS for 
SDTS, Technology Building, room B-154, 
National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, Gaithersburg, MD 20899. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Henry Tom, National Institute of 
Standards and Ti By. 
Gaithersburg, MD 20899 (301) 975-3271. 


John W. Lyons, 
Director: 
Dated: April 5, 1991. 


’ Federal Information Processing 


Standards Publication ___, 
(Date) 
Announcing the Standard 
Spatial Data Transfer Standard (SDTS) 
Federal Information Processing 
Standards Publications (FIPS PUBS) are 
issued by the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology after 
approval by the Secretary of Commerce 
pursuant to Section 111{d) of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949 as amended by the 
Computer Security Act of 1987, Public 
Law 100-235. 
1. Name of Standard. Spatial Data 
Transfer Standard (SDTS) (FIPS PUB: 


———}- 

2. Category of Standard. Software 
Standard, Information Interchange. 

3. Explanation. This standard 
provides specifications for the 
organization and structure of digital 
spatial data transfer, definition of 
spatial features and attributes, and data 
transfer encoding. The purpose of the 
Standard is to promote and facilitate the 
transfer of digital spatial data between 
dissimilar computer systems. 

Work on a national spatial data 
transfer standard was initiated by the 
National Committee for Digital 
Cartographic Data Standards, American 
Congress on Surveying and Mapping in 
1982 to develop a comprehensive set of 
data exchange standards for the 
profession. 

In 1985, the Standards Working Group 
of the Federal Interagency Coordinating 
Committee on Digital Cartography also 
began work on spatial data exchange 
standards. During 1987, the results of 
these parallel efforts were merged by 
the Digital Cartographic Data Standards 
Task Force into the proposed Digital 
Cartographic Data Standard, published 
as a special issue of the American 
Cartographer in January 1988. 
Subsequent testing, modification, and 
refining of the specifications were done 
by the Spatial Data Transfer Standard 
Technical Review Board. These Efforts 
have resulted in the proposed Federal 


Information Processing Standard (FIPS) . 


Spatial Data Transfer Standard (SDTS}. 
4. Approving Authority. Secretary of 
Commerce. 
5. Maintenance agency. U.S. 
Department of Interior, United States 
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Geological Survey (USGS), National 
Mapping Division. 


6. Related Documents: :A list of 
references is contained in section 1.3 
and Annex F cf Part 1 of the 


specifications. 

7. Objectives. The objectives of the 
SDTS are to: 

—Provide a common mechanism for 
transferring digital spatial information 
between dissimilar computer systems, 
while preserving information meaning, 
and the need for 
information external to this standard; 

—Provide, for the purpose of transfer, a 
set of clearly specified spatial objects 
and relationships to represent real 
world spatial entities, and to specify 
the ancillary information necessary to 
accomplish the transfer; 

—Provide a transfer model that will 
facilitate the conversion of user- 
defined to standardized set of objects, 
relationships, and information. 

8. Applicability. 

a. This standard is intended for use.in 
the acquisition and development of 
government applications and programs 
involving the transfer of digital spatial 
data between dissimilar computer 
systems. 

b. The use of the FIPS SDTS applies 


' when the transfer of digital spatial data 


occurs or is likely to occur within and/ 
or outside of the Federal Government. 

c. The use of the FIPS SDTS does not 
apply to the transfer of digital geocoded 
data files which are not intended to 
represent spatial entities as digital 
geographic or cartographic features. 

d. Nonstandard features should be 
used only when the needed operation or 
function cannot be reasonably 

nted with standard features 
alone. Although nonstandard features 
can be very useful, it should be 
recognized that the use of these or any 
other nonstandard elements may make 
the interchange of digital spatial data 
and future conversions more difficult 
and costly. 

9. Specifications. The FIPS SDTS, in 
three parts, provides specifications for 
the organization and structure of digital 
spatial data transfer, definition of 
spatial features and attributes, and data 
transfer encoding, All three parts are 
required for Federal Government 
implementations of this standard. 

FIPS SDTS implementations not 
requiring full functionality are 
designated as application profiles. 
Application profiles are limited subsets 
designed for use with a specific type of . 
data and/or application. 

The SDTS Federal Profile for 
Geographic Topological Vector Data, is 
currently under development by the 
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Standards Working Group, Federal 
Geographic Data Committee (FGDC), 
formerly the Federal Interagency 
Coordinating Committee on Digital 
Cartography (FICCDC). 

Specifications of this FIPS have the 
following characteristics: 

a. Ability to transfer vector, raster, 
grid and attribute data and other 
ancillary information; 

b. Common set of terminology and 
definitions for spatial features; 

c. Internal description of the data 
types, formats, and data structures such 
that the information items can be 
readily identified and processed in the 
recipient system; and 

d. Media independence and 
extendability to encompass new spatial 
information as needed. 

10. Implementation. The 
implementation of this standard 
involves three areas of consideration: 
acquisition of FIPS SDTS 
implementations, validation, and 
interpretations of the standard. 

10.1 Acquisition of FIPS SDTS 
Implementations. This publication is 
effective (six months after 
date of publication of final document in 
the Federal Register). Federal 
applications, requiring the transfer of 
digital spatial data, are encouraged to 
start using FIPS SDTS. 

A transition period provides time for 
industry to produce implementations 
conforming to the standard. The 
transition period begins on the effective 
date and continues for twelve (12) 
months thereafter. Use of FIPS SDTS is 
mandatory for Federal agencies one 
year from the effective date. 

10.2 Validation. Conformance to FIPS 
SDTS is applicable whether 
implementations are developed 
internally, acquired as part of an 
automated data processing (ADP) 
procurement, acquired by separate 
procurement, used under an ADP leasing 
arrangement, or specified for use in 
contracts for programming services. 


Conformance criteria, based on 
application profiles, will be used for 
validating the conformance of FIPS 
SDTS implementations. Validations of 
implementations for conformance to 
FIPS SDTS, conformance criteria, policy, 
and procedures are under the authority 
of the FIPS program. 


10.3 Interpretation of FIPS SDTS. 
Resolution of questions regarding this 
standard will be provided by NIST. 
Questions concerning the content and 
specifications should be addressed to: 
Director, Computer Systems Laboratory, 
ATTN: FIPS SDTS Interpretation, 
National Institute of Standards and 


Technology, Gaithersburg, MD 20899, 
telephone: (301) 975-2490. 

11. Waivers. Under certain 
exceptional circumstances, the heads of 
Federal departments and agencies may 
approved waivers to Federal 
Information Processing Standards 
(FIPS). The head of such agencies may 
redelegate such authority only to a 
senior official designated pursuant to 
section 3506(b) of title 44, United States 
Code. Requests for waivers shall be 
granted only when: 


a. Compliance with a standard would 
adversely affect the accomplishment of 
the mission of an operator of a Federal 
computer system, or 

b. Compliance with a standard would 
cause a major adverse financial impact 
on the operator which is not offset by 
government-wide savings. 


Agency heads may approve requests 
for waivers only by a written decision 
which explains the basis upon which the 
agency head made the required 
finding(s). A copy of each such decision, 
with procurement sensitive or classified 
portions clearly identified, shall be sent 
to: Director, Computer Systems 
Laboratory, ATTN: FIPS Waiver 
Decisions, Technology Building, room B- 
154, National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, Gaithersburg, MD 20899. 

In addition, notice of each waiver 
granted and each delegation of authority 
to approve waivers shall be sent 
promptly to the Committee on 
Government Operations of the House of 
Representatives and Committee on 
Government Affairs of the Senate and 
shall be published promptly in the 
Federal Register. 

When the determination on a waiver 
request applies to the procurement of 
equipment and/or services, a notice of 
the waiver determination must be 
published in the Commerce Business 
Daily as a part of the notice of 
solicitation for offers of an acquisition 
or, if the waiver determination is made 
after that notice is published, by 
amendment of such notice. 

A copy of the waiver request, any 
supporting documents, the document 
approving the waiver request and any 
supporting and accompanying 
documents, with such deletions as the 
agency is authorized and decides to 
make under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b), shall be 
part of the procurement documentation 
and retained by the agency. 


[FR Doc. 91-8463 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-CN-M 
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Summary of Injuries to Natural 
Resources as a Result of the Exxon 
Valdez Oil Spill 


AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce, Department 
of the Interior, Department of Justice 
and the Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of availability. 


SUMMARY: Printed with this notice is a 
summary of injuries to natural resources 
as a result of the Exxon Valdez oil spill 
prepared by the Federal natural 
resource Trustees and the 
Environmental Protection Agency. This 
document provides a synopsis based 
upon analysis of data gathered by the 
Trustees during the natural resource 
damage assessment and restoration 
process and is to provide the public 
information on the Trustees’ current 
understanding of the status of affected 
resources. This summary of injuries was 
filed in U.S. v. Exxon Corporation, et al., 
Nos., A90-015-1CR & A90-015-2CR (D. 
Alaska), to assist the court in assessing 
the seriousness of the offenses to which 
the defendants have entered guilty pleas 
and to assist the public in commenting 
on the proposed plea agreement. The 
summary was also lodged with the court 
in U.S. v. Exxon Corporation, et al., Civil 
Action No. A91-082 CIV (D., Alaska). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Daniel Addison, Office of General 
Counsel, NOAA, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230, 
telephone (202) 377-1400. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 19, 1991, 56 FR 11636, State of 
Alaska and United States officials 
provided notice of a proposed consent 
decree resolving civil claims relating to 
natural resource injuries of the 
respective governments arising from the 
March 24, 1989, Exxon Valdez oil spill. 
The public was invited to comment upon 
the proposed consent decree, with 
comments due no later than April 18, 
1991. 

In order to provide the public 
additional information concerning the 
effects of the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill 
upon natural resources, the State and 
Federal Trustees, through this Notice, 
are making available to the public the 
following Summary of Injuries to 
Natural Resources Resulting From the 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill. Review of this 
document is not necessary in order to 
comment upon the proposed consent 
decree, but may be helpful in 
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understanding the extent of injuries to 
natural resources preliminarily 
identified by the Trustees as a result of 
the natural resource assessment 
and restoration process. 

Scientific information already 
analyzed and verified that has been 
made available to the public is housed 
in the Oil Spill Public Information 
Center (OSPIC}, 645 G Street, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501, telephone 
(907) 278-8008. The Federal Trustees 
intend to provide additional scientific 
information to the public as data are 
compiled and scientifically reviewed, 
subject to litigation considerations. 
Included among the documents 
available at OSPIC are: Copies of the 
1989, 1990 and 1991 Natural Resource 
Damage Assessment Plan for the Exxon 
Valdez Oil Spill; “Restoration Following 
the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill: Proceedings 
of the Public Symposium”; “Restoration 
Planning Following the Exxon Valdez 
Oil Spill: August 1990 Progress Report”; 
and “Subsistence Uses of Fish and 
Wildlife in 15 Alutiiq Villages after the 
Exxon Valdez Oil Spill”. Copies of the 
above documents can be obtained by 
contacting OSPIC. 


Dated: April 9, 1991. 
Thomas A. Campbell, 
General Counsel, NOAA. 


Summary of Effects of the Exxon Valdez 
Oil Spill on Natural Resources and 
Archaeological Resources 

March 1981. 

Introduction 


The T/V Exxon Valdez ran aground 
on Bligh Reef in Prince William Sound 
on the night of March 23-24, 1989, 
spilling approximately 11 million gallons 
of North Slope crude oil, making this the 
largest oil spilf in United States history. 
The oil spread through Prince William 
Sound, the Gulf of Alaska, and lower 
Cook Inlet. More than 1,200 miles of 
coastline were oiled, including portions 
of the Chugach National Forest, Alaska 
Maritime, Kodiak, and Alaska 
Peninsula/Bechrof National Wildlife 
Refuges, Kenai Fjords National Park, 
Katmai National Park and Preserve, and 
Aniakchak National Monument and 
Preserve. Oil from the T/V Exxon 
Valedez impacted shorelines nearly 600 
miles from Bligh Reef. 

The magnitude of efforts of the state 
and federal governments, the public, and 
Exxon to contain and clean up the spill, 
rescue wildlife, and study the effects of 
the spill is unprecedented. Among those 
efforts are the state/federal natural 
resource damage assessment studies 
designed to measure injuries to natural 
resources including birds, mammals, fish 


and other wildlife, and marine and 
terrestrial habitats. These studies are 
intended to provide the information 
necessary for the Trustee agencies to 
manage and restore injured resources 
appropriately and to provide necessary 
documentation ta enable the 
governments to present a claim for 
damages to the responsible parties. This 
summary briefty describes the area 
affected by the spill, the chronology of 
the spill, and the process developed to 
implement and manage the injury 
assessment studies. It focuses, however, 
on what has been learned over the past 
two years about the effects of this oil 
spill on natural resources. 


Description of the Area Affected by the 
Spill 


Prince William Sound lies near the top 
of the Gulf of Alaska (see map), an 850 
mile arc extending from the Aleutian 
Islands on the west to the islands of 
southeast Alaska. The gulf coast is 
remote, rugged, and scenic. Its maritime 
climate nourishes a lush, green 
landseape in the summer. The area is 
snow covered in the winter. Bears, 
whales, bald eagles, puffins, seals, sea 
lions, and sea otters are among the 
abundant wildlife of the area. Storms 
that cross the Gulf drop as much as 300 
inches of rain and snow annually in the 
high coastal mountains. Glaciers 
descend from permanent ice fields 
capping these coastal mountain ranges, 
continuing to carve intricate fjords and 
send icebergs floating out to sea. These 
are the largest glaciers outside 
Antarctica and Greenland. 

Prince William Sound is one of the 
largest relatively undeveloped marine 
ecosystems in the United States. It has 
one of the continent's largest tidal 
estuary systems. Prince William Sound 
has rich commerical herring and salmon 
fisheries. The open water of the Sound is 
about the size of Chesapeake Bay. Its 
many islands, bays, and fjords give it 
more than 2,000 miles of shoreline. 
Prince William Sound is surrounded by 
land, most of which is part of Chugach 
National Forest. 

To the southwest of Prince William 
Sound is the Kenai Peninsula, home of 
the Kenai Fjords National Park, various 
units. of the Alaska Maritime National 
Wildlife Refuge, and, among others, the 
cities of Homer and Seward. Numerous 
seabird colonies are located along the 
coast of the Kenai Peninsula, including 
those most frequently visited by tourists 
in Alaska. Both Prince William Sound 
and the Kenai Peninsula are accessible 
by air, boat, and on a limited basis, by 
automobile from nearby Anchorage, 
Alaska’s major population center. State 
ferries that run among the larger 
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communities and many charter beats 
make it easy for people to visit the heart 
of the Gulf coast. In recent years, there 
has been a steady increase in the 
number of wilderness seekers, kayakers, 
cruise ship passengers, and other 
tourists visiting the area. 

The Kenai Peninsula points southwest 
to Shelikof Strait and Kodiak Island. 
Shelikof Strait lies between Kodiak 
Island, on the south and the Alaska 
Peninsula on the north. Shelikof Strait is 
the source of a very productive 
commercial pollock fishery. The Kodiak 
National Wildlife Refuge is located on 
the Kodiak Archipelago and Katmai 
National Park and Preserve, Alaska 
Peninsula/Becharof National Wildlife 
Refuge, and Aniakchak National 
Monument nad Preserve are located 
along the coast of the Alaska Peninsula. 
The Alaska Peninsula tapers, then 
—— into the islands of the Aleutian 
Chain. 


Chronology of the Exxon Valdez Oil 
Spill 


For the first three days of the spill, the 
weather was calm and the slick 
lengthened and widened amoeba-like 
and generally stayed in the vicinity of 
the grounded tanker and off the 
beaches. Even with these seemingly 
ideal circumstances for oil recovery, the 
amount of oil in the water completely 
overwhelmed efforts to contain and 
recover the cil. A major windstorm on 
March 27, 1989, pushed the oil in a 
sourthwesterly direction and oiled 
beaches on Little Smith, Naked, and 
Knight Islands. The oil continued to 
spread, contaminating islands, beaches, 
and bays in Prince William Sound. Four 
days into the spill, oil began to enter the 
Gulf of Alaska. The leading edge of the 
slick reached the Chiswell Islands off 
the coast of the Kenai Peninsula on 
April 2, 1989, and the major seabird 
nesting colonies on the Barren Islands 
on April 11, 1989, nineteen days into the 
spill. By May 18, 1989,-oil had moved 
some 470 miles and had fouled 
shorelines of Prince William Sound, the 
Kenai Peninsula, the Kodiak 
Archipelago, and the Alaska Peninsula. 
Oil subsequently reached shorelines on 
the Alaska Peninsula nearly 600 miles 
from Bligh Reef. 

During 1989, the response to contain 
and cleanup the spill and rescue oiled 
wildlife involved a massive effort. 
Skimmer ships were sent thraughout the 
spill zone to vacum oil from the water 
surface. Booms were positioned to keep 
oil from reaching important commercial 
salmon hatcheries in Prince William 
Sound. A fleet of fishing vessels, known 
as the “Mosquito Fleet,” played an 
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important role in protecting these 
hatcheries, in corralling oil to assist the 
skimmer ships, and in capturing oiled 
wildlife and transporting these animals 
to rehabilitation centers. After oil 
contaminated shorelines, a beach 
cleanup program was activated. Various 
local committees, with community and 
government agency participation, 
provided recommendations to the U.S. 
Coast Guard about areas that should 
receive priority for cleanup. An army of 
workers cleaned shorelines, using 
techniques ranging from cleaning rocks 
by hand to high pressure hot water 
washing. Fertilizers, sometimes in a 
chemical base, were applied to some 
oiled shorelines to increase the activity 
of oil-metabolizing bacteria, in an 
experimental! procedure known as 
bioremediation. When deteriorating 
weather brought an end to cleanup work 
in the fall of 1989, a great amount of oil 
remained on the shorelines. Although 
winter storms proved extremely 
effective in cleaning many beaches, 
spring shoreline surveys indicated that 
much work remained to be done in 1990. 
Crews operating from boats and 
helicopters cleaned oiled shorelines in 
Prince William Sound, along the Kenai 
and Alaska Peninsulas, and on the 
Kodiak Archipelago. Manual pick up of 
remaining oil was the principal method 
used during 1990, but bioremediation 
and relocation of oiled berms to the 
active surf zone were also used in some 
areas.’ Another shoreline survey will be 
conducted during May 1991, to 
determine the need for additional 
cleanup work. 


Injury Assessment Process 


The Exxon Valdez oil spill occurred 
just prior to the most biologically active 
season of the year in sourthcentral 
Alaska. During the two month period 
after the spill, seaward migrations of 
salmon fry, major migrations of birds, 
and the primary reproductive period for 
most species of birds; mammals, fish, 
and marine invertebrate species took 
place. The organisms involved in these 
critical periods of their life cycles 
encountered the most concentrated, 
volatile, and potentially damaging forms 
of the spilled oil. As will be discussed in 
this summary, the oil affected different 
species differently. Whereas, for 
example, it directly killed large numbers 
of birds and sea otters that encountered 
oil on the water surface, it did not 
prohibit in and out migration and 
spawning of large schools of salmon and 
herring. 


1 Exxon has represented that it has paid over $2.0 
billion to conduct cleanup activities during 1989 and 
1990. 


The state and federal Trustee 
agencies were forced to mobilize field 
studies rapidly with little time for 
planning. Through intensive efforts, 
studies were designed, administrative 
processes were accelerated, and 58 field 
studies were carried out. Additionally, 
technical services programs were 
organized to provide hydrocarbon 
analysis, histopathology, and mapping 
support for the field studies. Initial 
decisions on the types and scope of 
studies conducted were made by agency 
experts familiar with the resources and 
the environment. Even with the rapid 
deployment of studies, however, some 
opportunities to gather injury data were 
irretrievably lost during the early weeks 
of the spill. : 

A legal framework was subsequently 
established and studies were reviewed 
and modified according to their 
likelihood to document resource injury. 
Expert peer reviewers were retained 
and study plans used during 1989 
underwent scientific review for possible 
modification in 1990. Some studies were 
discontinued or modified if they were 
unable to further document resource 
injury, and some new studies were 
initiated to fill identified information 
needs. Status reports prepared in 
January 1990, were used to guide the 
development of plans for the second 
year of studies. Thirty-nine studies and 
three technical services programs were 
continued in 1990. Scientific review was 
again used to plan for the upcoming 1991 
field season, during which 29 studies 
and two technical services programs 
will be conducted. 

This summary of the effects of the 
Exxon Valdez oil spill on natural 
resources is preliminary, as studies are 
still underway and available data are 
not fully analyzed and interpreted. 
However, the injuries to natural 
resources that have been documented to 
date are summarized herein. This 
summary also addresses studies that 
were discontinued. It should be noted 
that studies were discontinued for a 
variety of reasons, such as the 
determination that field work had been 
completed, that there was no practicable 
way to measure injury, or that no injury 
was documented. Even though some 
studies failed to identify injury and were 
discontinued, this does not necessarily 
mean that the resources were not 
affected by the spill. Certain injuries (if 
present), such as possible latent or 
sublethal effects on reproductive or 
other systems in animals, might not 
become fully evident for a number of 
years after the spill. At present there is 
no significant indication of long-term 
injury to resources other than those 
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specifically noted below. Although 
studies indicate that there are _ 
continuing injuries to certain resources, 
natural recovery may also have begun. 
As petroleum hydrocarbons are broken 
down in the ecosystem, plant and 
animal communities begin to reestablish 
themselves. This recolonization has 
already been observed in some of the 
more lightly oiled areas. In the more 
heavily oiled areas, this natural 
recovery process is expected to take 
longer. As this natural recovery occurs, 
many of the birds and mammals that 
feed in these areas are expected to 
begin recovering. 


Marine Mammals 


Following the spill, studies of 
humpback whales, Stellers sea lion, sea 
otters, harbor seals, and killer whales 
were started. The humpbacked whale 
and Stellers sea lion studies were 
discontinued following the 1990 field 
season. Humpback whale investigations 
were limited to photo identification of 
whales, estimations of reproductive 
success, and possible relocations of 
whales. It was not possible to take 
tissue samples for petroleum 
hydrocarbon analysis to document 
exposure. The study did not show direct 
oil spill mortalities or reproductive 
failures. 

The sea lion study is being completed 
following the 1990 pup counts. Some 
tissue samples were analyzed for 
petrolum hydrocarbon concentrations, 
and although there was some indication 
of exposure to oil, it was difficult to 
determine what populations were 
affected because of the sea lions’ active 
seasonal movements. Because of an 
ongoing pre-spill population decline and 
premature pupping of sea lions, it was 
not possible to distinguish post- from 
pre-spill population effects clearly. 

Studies of killer whales, based on 
observations only (because tissue 
sampling was not an option), have 
indicated that killer whales are missing 
from at least one and possibly two pods 
in Prince William Sound. Injuries to 
harbor seals and sea otters have been 
clearly indicated and studies of these 
species are continuing. 

Sea Otters: The population of sea 
otters in Prince William Sound before 
the spill was estimated to have been as 
high as 10,000. The total sea otter 
population of the Gulf of Alaska was 
estimated to be at least 20,000. 
Statewide, the sea otter population is 
estimated at 150,000. Sea otters were 
particularly vulnerable to the spill. As 
the oil moved through Prince William 
Sound and the Gulf of Alaska, it covered 
areas used by large numbers of otters. 





14690 


When sea otters become contaminated 
by oil, their fur losses its insulating 
capabilities, leading to death from 
hypothermia. Sea otters also died as a 
result of ingestion of oil and perhaps 
inhalation of toxic aromatic compounds 
that evaporated from the slick shortly 
after the spill. The affects of oil were 
documented by surveys of wild 
populations; analysis of tissues for 
petroleum hydrocarbons and indicators 
of reduced health; by tracking sea otters 
outfitted with radio transmitters 
(including those released from 
rehabilitation centers); and estimating 
total mortality from the number of sea 
otters found on beaches. These studies 
concentrated on developing an estimate 
of sea otter mortality in Prince William 
Sound and along the Kenai Peninsula, 
the population most affected by the spill. 
During 1989, a total of 1,011 sea otter 
carcasses were recovered in the spill 
area, cataloged, and stored in evidence 
trailers. Of these, 876 were recovered 
dead from the field and 135 died in 
rehabilitation centers or other facilities. 
The total number of sea otters estimated 
to have been killed directly by the spill 
ranges from 3,500 to 5,500 animals 
throughout the spill area. 

Initial results indicate significant 
differences in hematology and blood 
chemistry parameters between sea 
otters in oiled and unoiled areas. 
Greater variation was observed in DNA 
content of blood lymphocytes of sea 
otters from oiled areas, but sperm and 
testicular cells showed no indication of 
DNA damage resulting from oil 
exposure. It cannot yet be determined 
whether these differences affect sea 
otter health or survival. There are 
indications that sea otters continue to be 
exposed to petroleum hydrocarbons in 
oiled areas. Analysis of blood and fat 
samples collected from animals during 
1990 found elevated concentrations of 
certain aromatic compounds in sea 
otters from heavily oiled areas and 
elevated concentrations of petroleum 
hydrocarbons continue to be 
documented in food items eaten by sea 
otters in oiled areas. Additionally, other 
damage assessment studies have 
documented a decreased abundance of 
mussels in oiled areas, a key prey 
species for sea otters. 

Studies have documented continuing 
injury to sea otters. Normally, very few 
prime age sea otters (animals between 2 
and 8 years old) die each year and most 
mortality occurs among very young and 
old age classes. The high number of 
prime age sea otter carcasses found 
during 1990 indicates that the pattern of 
sea otter mortality in heavily oiled areas 
continues to be abnormal. Results of 


boat surveys indicated continued 
declines in sea otter abundance within 
oiled habitats in Prince William Sound. 
Peliminary results indicate that pupping 
rates in oiled and unoiled areas are not 
significantly different. However, the first 
information available for the spring of 
1991 shows higher yearling mortality 
rates in oiled areas than in unoiled 
areas. Studies of the survival and 
reproductive success of sea otters 
released from rehabilitation centers 
indicate a high level of mortality of adult 
animals and significantly lower pupping 
rates than the pre-spill mortality and 
pupping rates in Prince William Sound. 
Of the 193 sea otters released from 
rehabilitation centers, 45 were fitted 
with radio transmitters. Sixteen of these 
animals are still alive, 13 are known to 
be dead, and 15 are missing. One radio 
transmitter is known to have failed. 

Harbor Seals: There has been no 
census of harbor seals in Prince William 
Sound since the mid-1970s when the 
population was estimated at 3,000 to 
5,000 animals. Since that time, the 
harbor seal! population in Prince William 
Sound and the Gulf of Alaska has 
declined substantially. A population 
census of Prince William Sound is 
planned for the summer of 1991. 

Two hundred harbor seals are 
estimated to have been killed by the 
spill. Only 19 seal carcasses were 
recovered following the spill, since seals 
sink when they die. Population changes 
were documented by summer and fall 
aerial surveys of known haulout areas. 
Toxicological and histopathological 
analyses were conducted to assess 
petroleum hydrocarbon accumulation 
and persistence and to determine toxic 
injuries to tissues. 

Population surveys, which are reliable 
indicators of population trends, 
conducted in 1984 and 1988 indicated 
that harbor seal populations in Prince 
William Sound had declined prior to the 
spill, with similar declines in what were 
subsequently oiled and unoiled areas. 
From 1988 to 1990, however, the decline 
at oiled sites (35 percent) was 
significantly greater than at unoiled 
sites (13 percent). 

Severe debilitating lesions were found 
in the thalamus of the brain of a heavily 
oiled seal collected in Herring Bay 36 
days after the spill. Similar but milder 
lesions were found in five other seals 
collected three or more months after the 
spill. During 1989, oiled harbor seals_ 
behaved abnormally, being lethargic or 
unwary. Petroleum hydrocarbon 
concentrations in bile were 5 to 6 times 
higher in seals from oiled areas one year 
after the spill. This indicates that seals 
were still encountering oil in the 
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environment, were metabolizing stored 
fat reserves that had elevated levels of 
petroleum hydrocarbons, or both.? 

Killer Whales: Approximately 182 
killer whales forming nine distinct 
family units or “pods” resided in Prince 
William Sound before the spill. This 
count is based on pre-spill 
documentation. These whales were 
studied intensively before the spill and 
their group composition and dynamics 
are well known. Damage assessment 
studies of killer whales involved 
extensive boat-based surveys in Prince 
William Sound and adjacent waters. 
Whales were photographed and the 
photographs were compared to the 
Alaskan killer whale photographic 
database for the years 1977 to 1989 to 
determine changes in whale abundance, 
seasonal distribution, pod integrity, and 
mortality and natality rates. 

The AB pod of 36 individual whales 
was sighted intact in September of 1988. 
When sighted on March 31, 1989, seven 
days after the spill, seven individuals 
were missing. These whales remain 
absent and six additional whales were 
missing from the AB pod in 1990. Several 
of the missing whales are females who 
left behind calves. It is unprecedented 
for females to abandon calves, therefore 
their prolonged absence implies that 
these adult females are dead. In ; 
addition, nine individuals from AT pod 
were missing in 1990. Explanations for 
the possible causes of death of these 
missing whales, including explanations 
apart from the effects of the spill, are 
being explored. Killer whale surveys 
will continue in 1991. 


Terrestrial Mammals 


Studies were conducted on terrestrial 
mammals that may have been exposed 
to oil through foraging in intertidal 
habitats. These species included brown 
bear, mink, black bear, Sitka black- 
tailed deer, and river otters. 

Brown bears are long-lived animals 
and forage seasonally in the intertidal 
and supratidal areas of the Alaska 
Peninsula and the Kodiak Archipelago. 
Preliminary analysis of brown bear fecal 
samples and some tissues show that 
some brown bears were exposed to 
petroleum hydrocarbons, but no 
conclusive injury has been documented. 


® Harbor seals are taken in some Alaska villages 
for subsistence. The State of Alaska conducted a 
program, separate from the damage assessment 
program, to test subsistence foods potentially 
affected by the spill to insure that they were safe for 
human consumption. The State of Alaska 
determined that harbor seals in the affected area 
were safe for people to eat (Oil Spill Health Task 
Force, July-August 1990 Report and September- 
October 1990 Report. Alaska Department of Fish 
and Game, Division of Subsistence). 
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Radio-collared brown bears along the 
Katmai coast and at a control site on the 
Alaska Peninsula will continue to be 
monitored while the transmitters remain 
active. 

Mink and other small mammals that 
are known to feed and spend part or all 
of their time in the intertidal zone are 
difficult to study. They are known to 
crawl off into burrows or the brush if 
sick or injured and carcasses are 
unlikely to be found. Also, information 
on pre-spill populations of these animals 
is minimal. Scientists developed a 
laboratory study to test reproductive 
effects of oil on ranch-bred mink, in 
which they were fed food mixed with 
small, non-lethal amounts of weathered 
oil. Although changes in reproductive 
rates or success were not documented, it 
was found that oil-contamined food 
moved through the intestines of the 
animals at a more rapid rate than did 
clean food, possibly providing less 
nutrition to the animals. 

No field studies were carried out for 
black bear due to the difficulty of 
finding, collaring, or otherwise 
investigating these animals in the dense 
underbrush in which they reside. 
However, a literature search confirmed 
that these animals do forage in the 
intertidal zone in the spill area. 

The deer study found no evidence of 
injury based on intensive searches of 
beaches that revealed no mortality 
attributable to the spill. However, deer 
taken for purposes of testing for safety 
for human consumption (not part of the 
damage assessment process) found 
slightly elevated petroleum 
hydrocarbons in some tissues in deer 
(which feed on kelp in intertidal areas) 
but it was determined that the deer were 
safe to eat. 

River Otters: A few river otter 
carcasses were found by cleanup 
workers. River otters forage in streams 
and shallow coastal habitats that were 
contaminated by the spill. Analysis of 
river otter bile indicated that petroleum 
hydrocarbons are being accumulated by 
this species. Studies of radio tagged 
animals in Prince William Sound 
showed that home ranges are larger, 
movements more erratic, and body 
weights are lower in oiled habitat. Field 
work is continuing in 1991 to further 
assess the status of this species, 
including analysis of blood samples to 
measure the health of these animals. 


Birds 


Among the most conspicuous effects 
of the Exxon Valdez oil spill was the 
injury to birds. Seabirds are particularly 
vulnerable to oil as they spend much of 
their time on the sea surface while 
foraging. Oiled plumage insulates poorly 


and loses buoyancy and birds die from 
hypothermia or drowning. Birds 
surviving initial acute exposure may 
then ingest oil by preening. 
Approximately 36,000 dead birds were - 
recovered after the spill; at least 31,000 
of these deaths were attributed to the 
effects of oil. In addition to the large 
number of murres, sea ducks, and bald 
eagles, carcasses of loons, cormorants, 
pigeon guillemots, grebes, murrelets, and 
other species were also recovered (see 
attached comprehensive list of bird 
carcasses logged into evidence trailers 
by September 25, 1989). Only a small 
proportion of the total number of birds 
estimated to have been killed were 
recovered, as many undoubtedly ficated 
out to sea, sank, were scavenged, were 
trapped and hidden in masses of oil and 
were not visible, were buried under 
sand and gravel by wave actions, 
decomposed, or simply beached in an 
area where they were not found. 
Additionally, it is known that, in a 
number of cases, carcasses found 
shortly after the spill were not turned in 
to receiving stations. Preliminary 
analyses provided by computer models 
that account for some of these variables 
estimate that the total number of birds 
killed by the spill ranges from 260,000 to 
580,000 with the best approximation that 
between 350,000 and 390,000 birds died. 
Following peer review, the model will be 
run again to provide a more refined 
estimate of total mortality. 

Common and Thick-billed Murres: 
Murres are the third most abundant 
seabird in Alaska (after tufted puffins 
and black-legged kittiwakes). A total of 
approximately 1,400,000 murres reside in 
the Gulf of Alaska (Unimak Pass to the 
Canadian border in southeastern 
Alaska). The total population of murres 
in Alaska is approximately 12,000,000. 
The murre colonies on the Chiswell 
Islands are the most visited by tourists 
in Alaska. In 1989 and 1990 murres were 
the most heavily affected bird species. 
Murre colonies impacted by the spill lost 
60 to 70 percent of breeding birds. Oil in 
Prince William Sound affected major 
wintering areas of murres and other 
species. As oil moved out of Prince 
William Sound and along the Kenai 
Peninsula and the Alaska Peninsula, it 
hit major seabird nesting areas such as 
the Chiswell and Barren Islands, as well 
as numerous small colonies. The oil hit 
these areas outside Prince William 
Sound at the same time that adult 
murres were congregating on the water 
near colonies in anticipation of the 
nesting season. Approximately 22,000 
murre carcasses were recovered 
following the spill. Colony surveys 
indicate that an estimated minimum of 
120,000 to 140,000 breeding adult murres 
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in the major colonies that were surveyed 
were killed by the spill. Extrapolating 
this information to other known murre 
colonies hit by the spill (but not 
specifically studied), the mortality of 
breeding adult murres is estimated to 
have been 172,000 to 198,000. However, 
area-wide, including wintering and non- 
breeding birds, the total mortality of 
murres is estimated to be about 300,000. 
Murres exhibit strong fidelity to 
traditional breeding sites and 
infrequently immigrate to new colonies. 

Normally, murres breed in densely 
packed colonies on cliff faces. Each 
murre colony initiates egg laying almost 
simultaneously. This synchronized 
breeding behavior helps the birds repel 
predators such as gulls and ravens. In 
oiled areas, murre colonies have 
exhibited much lower populations than 
before the spill, breeding is later than 
normal, and breeding synchrony has 
been disrupted. These structural and 
behavioral changes in colonies have 
caused complete reproductive failure 
during 1989 and 1990, and thus lost 
production of at least 215,000 chicks. 
Murre colonies in unoiled areas 
displayed none of these injuries and had 
normal productivity. Monitoring of 
reproductive success of the colonies will 
continue in 1991. 

Bald Eagles; Of the estimated 
Alaskan bald eagle population of 30,000 
birds (20,000 adults and 10,000 
fledglings), an estimated 2,200 reside in 
Prince William Sound. One hundred 
forty-four (144) dead bald eagles were 
found following the spill. Although there 
is considerable uncertainty regarding 
the total mortality of bald eagles, it is 
estimated that several times this amount 
may have been killed by the initial spill. 
Approximately 90 percent of radio- 
tagged bald eagles that-died during 
subsequent studies were not found on 
the beach but in the brush back from the 
beachfront. This suggests that most of 
the eagles that died in the spill would 
not have been found by surveys 
typically restricted to beach areas. To 
assess injuries to bald eagles, helicopter 
and fixed-wing surveys were flown to 
estimate populations and productivity. 
Radio transmitters were attached to 
bald eagles to estimate survival, 
distribution, and exposure to oiled 
areas. Bald eagles in Prince William 
Sound were most intensively studied. 
Productivity surveys in 1989 indicate a 
failure rate of approximately 85 percent 
of nests on moderately or heavily oiled 
beaches compared to 55 percent on 
unoiled or lightly oiled beaches. Bald 
eagles have a delayed sexual maturity 
and have a relatively long life span 
under normal circumstances. 
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Consequently, although reproduction 
apparently rebounded to more normal 
levels in 1990, population impacts as a 
result of poor productivity of nestlings 
and the death of hundreds of adult 
eagles in 1989 may not be readily 
apparent for several years. Fewer bald 
eagles were sighted in 1990 than in 1989, 
however, this change was within the 
expected error of the survey method. An 
additional survey will be conducted in 
1991 to see if there is a downward 
population trend. 

Sea Ducks: More than 2,000 sea duck 
carcasses were recovered after the spill, 
including more than 200 harlequin 
cucks. Studies concentrated on 
harlequins, goldeneyes, and scoters, 
species that use the intertidal and 
shallow subtidal habitats most heavily 
affected by the spiil. Harlequins were 
most affected, consistent with the fact 
that they feed in the shallow water area 
of the intertidal zone. This is the only 
species of sea duck studied that both 
nests in the spill area and feeds in the 
shallow intertidal zone. All of these 
species feed on invertebrates such as 
mussels and are likely to continue to be 
exposed to petroleum hydrocarbons 
through their food. About 33 percent of 
the harlequins collected in the spill area 
had poor body condition and about 40 
percent had tissues contaminated with 
petroleum hydrocarbons. Preliminary 
surveys also indicate harlequins may 
have failed to reproduce in the spill zone 
in Prince William Sound during 1990. 
These injuries will be investigated 
further during 1991. 

Other Birds: Surveys and studies 
indicate reduced numbers cf black 
oystercatchers, pigeon guillemots, and 
marbled murtelets in oiled areas. Black 
cystercatchers and pigeon guillemots 
use inshore and intertidal areas for 
feeding and nesting. Reduced breeding 
success of black oystercatchers was 
documented in oiled areas, largely as a 
result of loss of chicks along oiled 
beaches. It is estimated that between 
1,500 and 3,000 pigeon guillemots were 
killed by the spill, representing as much 
as 10 percent of the catalogued 
population in the Gulf of Alaska. This 
species is susceptible to continued 
exposure to petroleum hydrocarbons 
because it uses intertidal rocks and 
waters within 200 meters of shore. 
Petroleum hydrocarbons were found in 
eggs and tissue in 1989. 

Marbled and Kittlitz’s murrelets 
represented a high proportion of the 
dead birds recovered in oiled areas of 
Prince William Sound. The reduction in 
the number of murrelets observed in 
oiled areas during cleanup in 1989 and 
the return of many of these birds in 1990 


suggest disturbance associated with 
cleanup activities affected these birds. 
The extent of injury to certain species, 
including loons; cormorants, and gulls 
will probably never be known because 
pre-spill information on numbers of 
these birds in the spill area are not 
available. Data on bird distribution and 
abundance data gathered during aerial 
and boat surveys remain to be fully 
analyzed and interpreted. Boat surveys 
will continue during 1991. Studies did 
not document injury to certain bird 
species such as Peale's peregrine falcons 
or songbirds. 


Fish/Shellfish 


No massive die-offs of adult fish were 
found following the spill, and adult 
salmon, for exmaple, were evidently 
able to migrate to spawning areas after 
the spill. However, fish are most 
vulnerable to oil contamination during 
the early stages of their life cycles. 
Accordingly, most fish studies initially 
focused on this phase of fish life history. 
During 1991, scientists will begin to be 
able to assess affects on adult fish such 
as salmon that would have been 
exposed to oil as eggs or larvae. Species 
most often affected by the spill were 
those that inhabit and spawn in the 
intertidal zone (salmon) or in the 
shallow areas next to shore (herring and 
Dolly Varden).* Less than ten dead 
rockfish were found during the spill and 
their deaths were attributed to oil. 
Several species of coastal and offshore 
fish (pollock, halibut, sablefish, cod, 
yellowfin and flathead sole, and 
rockfish) show evidence over a large 
geographic area of continuing exposure 
to petroleum hydrocarbons in areas 
affected by the spill, but significant 
injury has not yet been documented. 
Exposure to petroleum hydrocarbons 
does not necessarily lead to injury, since 
many animals have the capability to 
physiologically “manage” the exposure 
with no resulting harm. In particular, 
salmon and other fish can metabolize 
petroleum hydrocarbons so that these 
contaminants are unlikely to be found in 
edible fish tissues. Indicators of 
exposure among fish include bile 
metabolites and mixed function 
oxidases. Since injuries from chronic 
exposure to oil may not manifest 
themselves for a number of years, it is 
premature to conclude that coastal and 


* The State of Alaska imposed the highest 
possible standards for commercial fishery openings 


and for processing plant inspections to insure that 
all commercially harvested salmon were free from 
contamination. Salmon subject to commercial 
harvest in the spill area were rigorously tested to 
insure that the catch was safe for human 
consumption. 
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offshore species were not injured; ~ 
therefore certain studies are continuing. 

Pink Salmon: The full extent of short 
term injury to pink salmon cannot be 
assessed until after the 1991 run returns 
to spawn in the summer. Although the 
overall catch of pink salmon in Prince 
William Sound during 1990 was an all- 
time record (as predicted before the 
spill), this was primarily due to strong 
runs of hatchery-produced salmon. 
Salmon survival associated with the 
Armin F. Koerning hatchery, located in 
the middle of a heavily oiled area of the 
spill zone, was half that of Ester 
Hatchery, located outside the area of the 
spill. Wild production of pink salmon 
did not mirror the record production of 
hatchery fish. 

Seventy-five percent of wild pink 
salmon spawn in the intertidal portion 
of streams in Prince William Sound. 
Wild stock salmon did not shift 
spawning habitat folowing the spill and 
deposited eggs in intertidal areas of 
oiled streams. Preliminary analyses 
indicate a 70 percent greater mortality of 
pink salmon eggs laid in the summer of 
1989 and a 50 percent greater mortality 
in the summer of 1990 in oiled streams 
as compared to control streams. Larvae 
from heavily oiled streams showed gross 
morphological abnormalities, including 
club fins and curved spines. The pink 
salmon that returned to Prince William 
Sound in the summer of 1990 were 
exposed to oil as larvae as they swam 
under the slick, but not as eggs which 
were more directly exposed to oil than 
the larvae. Fish returning in 1991 will be 
the first that were exposed to oil as 
eggs. Eggs and larvae of wild 
populations continue to be exposed to 
oil in intertidal gravel in oiled areas. 

Sockeye Salmon: Commercial harvest 
of sockeye salmon was curtailed in 
portions of Cook Inlet, Chignik, and 
Kodiak in 1989 because of the spill, 
resulting in an unusually high number of 
adults migrating to spawn in certain 
lake spawning systems (returning adults 
that arrive in the spawning areas are 
referred to as the “escapement”). Overly 
large spawning escapements may result 
in poor returns in future years by 
producing more juvenile salmon than 
can be supported by the nursery lake’s 
productivity. Preliminary data indicate 
that overescapement degraded rearing 
habitat in lakes and that sockeye 
salmon survival and growth rates are 
lower than usual. Further study is 
needed before the extent of these 
injuries can be determined. 

Dolly Varden and Cutthreat Trout: 
Prince William Sound is the northern 
extreme of the range of cutthroat trout. 
Both cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden 
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use nearshore and estuarine habitat for 
feeding throughout their lives (in 
contrast to salmon which migrate out to 
sea). The highest concentrations of bile 
petroleum hydrocarbon metabolites in 
all fish sampled were found in Dolly 
Varden. Tagging studies have 
demonstrated that the annual mortality 
of adult Dolly Varden was 32 percent 
greater in oiled areas than in unoiled 
areas. The larger cutthroat trout showed 
similar levels of mortality in oiled and 
unoiled areas. Additionally, cutthroat 
trout growth rates were reduced in oiled 
areas. Studies are continuing to measure 
impacts on populations of these popular 
sport fish species. 

Pacific Herring: Populations of Pacific 
herring were spawning in shallow 
eelgrass and algal beds at the time of 
the spill. The effects of oil on egg 
survival, hatching success, larval 
development, and recruitment to the 
spawning population were studied. 
Study results show a large increase in 
the percentage of abnormal embryos 
and larvae in oiled areas of Prince 
William Sound during the 1989 
reproductive season. Larvae in oiled 
areas also had a greater incidence of 
eye tumors. These effects continued but 
at somewhat lower rates in 1990. Results 
also showed greater egg mortality in 
coiled areas as compared to unoiled 
areas. Whether the adult population has 
been affected by these larval injuries 
will not be determined until the 1989 
and 1990 cohorts return to spawn in 1992 
and 1993. 


Coastal Habitat 


The coastal tidal zone, commonly 
known as the “intertidal zone,” was the 
most severely contaminated habitat. 
Intertidal habitats are highly productive 
and biologically rich. They are 
particularly vulnerable to the grounding 
of oil, its persistence, and effects of 
associated clean-up activities. An 
interdisciplinary team with expertise in 
plant and systems ecology, marine 
biology, and statistical analysis, was 
established to conduct field studies to 
assess the effects of oil on intertidal 
ecosystems. 

Supratidal: Results of studies in the 
Kodiah/ Alaska Peninsula area suggest 
that oil in the supratidal habitat and 
beach cleanup disturbance decreased 
the productivity of grasses and other 
vegetation including beach rye grass, 
that help stabilize beach berms. In one 
instance, cleanup activities completely 
removed the vegetation. Increased 
production of supratidal vegetation was 
found in Prince William Sound in 1989. 
This finding corresponds with 
information from other oil spills. It is not 
known whether this increased 


production was a result of decreased 
browsing by terrestrial mammals or a 
fertilizer effect of the oil. 

Intertidal: Natural populations of 
intertidal organisms were significantly 
reduced along heavily oiled shorelines 
such as Herring Bay. Densities of 
intertidal algae (Fucus), barnacles, 
limpets, amphipods, isopods, and marine 
worms were decreased. Although there 
were increased densities of mussels in 
oiled areas, they were significantly 
smaller than mussels in the unoiled 
areas and the total biomass of mussels 
was significantly lower. Intertidal 
organisms continue to be exposed to 
hydrocarbons from the more heavily 
oiled sediments. Petroleum hydrocarbon 
accumulation in filter feeding mussels 
experimentaly placed in oiled areas 
indicate that oil remains available for 
uptake by other organisms. Initial 
findings also indicate that oiled surfaces 
retarded settlement by juvenile 
barnacles when compared to unoiled 
sites. In addition to direct mortality, the 
reproductive cycle of mussels at oiled 
sites in the lower Cook Inlet/Kenai 
Peninsula and Kodiak/ Alaska Peninsula 
regions was delayed by several months. 

Intertidal fishes were less abundant in 
oiled areas than in unoiled areas. In 
addition, gill parasitism and respiration 
rates were significantly higher in fish 
from oiled sites compared to unoiled 
sites. 

Fucus, the dominant intertidal plant, 
was severely affected by the oil and 
subsequent cleanup activities. The 
percentage of intertidal areas covered 
by Fucus was reduced following the spill 
and opportunistic plant species which 
characteristically flourish in disturbed 
areas were increased. The average size 
of Fucus was reduced, the number of 
reproductive sized plants greatly 
decreased, and the remaining plants of 
reproductive size decreased in 
reproductive potential due to fewer 
fertile receptacles per plant. There was 
also reduced recruitment of Fucus at 
oiled sites. 


Subtidal Habitats 


Spilled oil in some areas has migrated 
to and contaminated the seafloor at 
depths of up to 100 meters as 
contaminated sediments moved off 
beaches during winter storms and 
cleanup activities. There is evidence 
that petroleum hydrocarbons have been 
taken up by animals feeding on the 
ocean bottom. Petroleum hydrocarbon 
metabolites have been found iri the bile 
of yellowfin sole, rock sole, rockfish, 
and pollock. Concentrations of 
petroleum hydrocarbon metabolites in 
the bile of yellowfin sole have not 
declined from 1989 to 1990. This 
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contrasts with Dolly Varden which feed 
close to shore and where petroleum 
hydrocarbon metabolites in bile 
decreased in the same period. The 
effects of this exposure are still being 
studied. Many subtidal and intertidal 
species, particularly fish, have the 
capability of metabolizing and 
eliminating petroleum hydrocarbons 
from their bodies. Clams metabolize 
hydrocarbons very slowly and 
consequently accumulated them in high 
concentrations. 

Contaminated clams and other 
invertebrates are a potential continuing 
source of petroleum hydrocarbons for 
sea otters and other species that forage 
in the shallow subtidal zone. Samples 
from pollock, which feed in the water 
column, taken as far away as 500 miles 
from the wreck site on Bligh Reef, 
showed elevated petroleum 
hydrocarbon metabolite concentrations 
in their bile. This indicates that the 
water column or food supply was 
affected at great distances from the spill. 
Initial 1990 study results show a 
significant effect on benthic organisms 
associated with eelgrass beds. These are 
known to be highly productive habitats. 
The composition of benthic animal 
communities on soft-bottom habitats as 
deep as 40 meters were also 
significantly altered in oiled areas. 


Archaeological and Subsistence 
Resources 


The spill directly impacted 
archaeological sites and subsistence 
resources. Cleanup activities and the 
associated significant increases in 
human activity throughout the spill zone 
resulted in additional injuries to these 
resources. 

Archaeological Resources: 
Archaeological sites along the shoreline 
were injured by the spill. Review of spill 
response data revealed injuries from oil 
to a minimum of 26 archaeological sites. 
Among these are burial sites and home 
sites. Twenty-one (21) of these sites are 
on federally-owned land, with the 
remaining five on State of Alaska and 
private lands. Of the 21 sites on federal 
land, 10 are on national parks, six on 
national wildlife refuges, four within 
Chugach National Forest, and one on 
Bureau of Land Management land. 
While injury to these 26 sites was 
documented during cleanup, a spill-wide 
assessment of injuries to archaeological 
resources has yet to be completed. In 
addition to oil contamination, increased 
knowledge of the location of 
archaeological sites may put them at 
risk from looting. Loss of rye grass cover 
may threaten some sites. A 
comprehensive survey of injuries to 
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archaeological resources on public lands 
throughout the spill zone will be 
conducted during 1991. 

A study was conducted to determine 
impacts caused by oil contamination on 
radiocarbon dating of archaeological 
resources and to investigate the 
potential for cleaning artifacts and 
materials to allow such dating. 
Preliminary results indicate significant 
injury to the ability to contextually date 
artifacts and materials by Carbon 14 
analysis. It also appears that these 
materials cannot be successfully 
“cleaned” to allow accurate dating. 

Subsistence Resources: Surveys 
undertaken by state researchers before 
the spill and in 1990 indicated that 
subsistence harvesters in the area 
affected by the oil spill significantly 
reduced their use of subsistence 
resources after the spill, primarily 
because of their concerns about possible 
contamination of these resources. The 
oil spill disrupted the subsistence 
lifestyle of some communities that have 
historically relied upon these resources. 
Some communities virtually or entirely 
ceased subsistence harvests in 1989 and 
have only gradually begun to resume 
harvests, while other communities 
continued some reduced level of 
subsistence harvest in 1989 and 
thereafter. The attached report 
(Subsistence Use of Fish and Wildlife in 
15 Alutiigq Villages after the Exxon 
Valdez Oil Spill) details these studies. 
Warnings were issued by the state in 
1989 for people to avoid consumption of 
intertidal invertebrates (such as mussels 
and clams, which bioaccumulate 
petroleum hydrocarbons) found along 
shorelines contaminated by oil. After 
the spill, an oil spill health task force 
was formed, including the state and 
federal governments, subsistence users, 
and Exxon. This group helped oversee 
studies conducted by the state and 
others in conjunction with FDA and 
NOAA in 1989 and 1990, on subsistence 
food resources such as seals, deer, 
salmon, ducks, clams, and bottomfish. 
Based upon the test results these 
resources, with the exception of clams 
and mussels in certain oiled areas such 
as Windy Bay, were determined to be 
safe for human consumption. 


Conclusion 


The federal and state Trustee 
agencies have now concluded _two field 
seasons of study and are currently 
preparing to begin a third year of studies 
to assess injuries to natural resources 
resulting from the Exxon Valdez oil 
spill. The information contained in this 
summary is based upon the field work 
and data analysis conducted to date, 
and is preliminary. Many studies will 


likely need to continue for additional 
years before a full understanding of 
injuries is developed. For 2xample, long- 
lived species such as bald eagles, 
murres, and sea otters, may not manifest 
some effects until a number of years 
have passed. For other species, such as 
herring and salmon that return to spawn 
years after hatching, it is necessary to 
wait for these key life history events to 
occur before one can determine the 
extent to which or if they have been 
injured. At present there is no indication 
of long-term injury for species other than 
those noted in this summary. Although 
two field seasons of study are complete, 
only a portion of the data gathered has 
been fully analyzed and interpreted. As 
studies and data analysis are completed, 
some of the information contained in 
this summary may need to be modified. 
For the reasons given above, injury 
assessment studies will continue in 1991, 
and thereafter until the process is 
complete. The need to continue to 
understand the long-term effects of the 
spill will be accomplished through 
monitoring projects that will measure 
the natural recovery of resources injured 
by the spill as well as the effectiveness 
of restoration measures implemented by 
the Trustee agencies. The information 
gathered by the injury assessment 
studies, the restoration monitoring 
studies, and other studies will be used to 
develop and implement a restoration 
program that will accelerate the 
recovery of injured resources. 
Restoration measures will begin in 
1991 and are expected to become more 
comprehensive as the understanding of 
the effects of the spill improves and as 
experts and the public provide input on 
where restoration measures should be 
concentrated. Wherever possible, 
restoration will focus on those projects 
that will provide ecosystem-wide 
benefits, thereby benefitting a variety of 
species. These projects may include 
various initiatives to protect habitat; in 
other cases it may be necessary to 
conduct restoration programs that will 
primarily benefit a particular resource 
injured by the spill. 
[FR Doc. 91-8706 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-12-M 


Marine Mammals; Application for 
Public Display Permit 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA Commerce. 
ACTION: Application for permit; Mount 
Desert Oceanarium {P474). 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that an 
applicant has applied in due form for a 
Public Display Permit to obtain the care 


and custody, on a seasonal basis, of 
marine mammals currently in the 
possession of Mystic Marinelife 
Aquarium of Mystic, Connecticut, as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407), and the Regulations Governing 
the Taking and Importing of Marine 
Mammals (50 CFR part 216). 


1. Applicant: Mount Desert 
Oceanarium, P.O. Box 696, Southwest 
Harbor, Maine 04679. 

2. Type of Permit Requested: Public 
display. 

3. Number and Name of Marine 
Mammals: Four Atlantic harbor seals 
(Phoca vitulina vitulina). 

4. The Applicant requests permission 
to maintain four Atlantic harbor seals to 
be transferred on a seasonal basis from 
Mystic Marinelife Aquarium under a 
seasonal loan agreement. The Applicant 
proposes to use the animals in an 
educational program aimed at 
increasing the general public’s 
awareness of harbor seal biology. 

The arrangements and facilities for 
transporting and maintaining the marine 
mammals requested in this application 
are approved by the US Department of 
Agriculture under the Animal Welfare 
Act. The animals will be under the care 
of a licensed veterinarian throughout the 
period that they are maintained at the 
Oceanarium. 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is forwarding 
copies of this application to the Marine 
Mammal Commission and the 
Committee of Scientific Advisers. 

Written data or views, or requests for 
a public hearing on this application 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 1335 East 
West Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland 
20810, within 30 days of the publication 
of this notice. Those individuals 
requesting a hearing should set forth the 
specific reasons why a hearing on this 
particular application would be 
appropriate. The holding of such hearing 
is at the discretion of the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries. All 
statements and opinions contained in 
this application are summaries of those 
of the Applicant and do not necessarily 
reflect the views of the National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are available 
for review by interested persons in the 
following offices: 

Office of Protected Resources, Nationa! 
Marine Fisheries Service, 1335 East-West 
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Highway, room 7330, Silver Spring, Maryland 
20910; and 

Director, Northeast Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, One 
Blackburn Drive, Gloucester, 
Massachusetts 01930. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Nancy Foster, 
Director, Office of Protected Resources. 
[FR Doc. 91-8499 Filed 4-10-81; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22- 


Marine Mammals; Modification No. 2 to 
Permit No. 670 (P273E) 


AGECNY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce. 


ACTION: Modification No. 2 to Permit No. 
670 (P273E). 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the provisions of § 216.33(d) and (e) of 
the Regulations Governing the Taking 
and Importing of Marine Mammals (50 
CFR part 216), and § 220.24 of the 
Regulations Governing Endangered 
Species (50 CFR parts 217-222), 
Scientific Research Associates, 22 Fisher 
Street, P.O. Box 457, King City, Ontario, 
LOG 1KO, Canada, on April 24, 1989 (54 
FR 18565) and modified April 25, 1990 
(55 FR 18652) is further modified as 
follows: 

Revise section A.: 


Up to 800 bowhead whales (Ba/aena 
mysticetus) and 600 beluga whales 
(Delphinapterus leucas) may be taken by 
harassment each year during the period 1991- 
1993 (inclusive), as authorized annually, to 
continue the study of acoustic effects of oil 
production activities on arctic whales. 


Replace the final sentence, Special 
Condition B.3., with the following three 
sentences: 

In no case shall sonobuoys be dropped less 
than 250 meters from a bowhead whale. 
When sound projectors are turned on as 
close as 500 meters to a bowhead whale, the 
sound level shall be increased only gradually. 
Activities shall be suspended, pending 
review and possible revision of research 
procedures by MNFS, if the proximity of 
sonobuoys being dropped into the water or 
the elevation of sound levels appear to have 
an adverse impact on the whales or to bias 
the study results. All other conditions 
ee contained in the permit remain in 
effect. 


This modification is effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above modification are 
available for review by appointment in 
the following offices: 

Permits Division, Office of Protected 
Resources, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 1335 East-West Highway, room 
7330, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910; and 


Director, Alaska Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA, 709 
West Sth Street, Federal Building, 
Juneau Alaska 99802. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 

Nancy Foster, 

Director, Office of Protected Resources, 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 91-8500 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Office of the Secretary 


Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission, Meeting 


ACTION: Meeting of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission. 


SUMMARY: The next meeting of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission will be held on April 15, 
1991, beginning at 10 a.m. in the House 
Ways and Means Committee, room 
(1101), the Longworth House Office 
Building, Capitol Hill, Independence 
Blvd. at New Jersey Ave. The meeting 
will be concerned primarily with the 
taking of testimony from the Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretaries of the 
Military Departments on their respective 
aspects of the base closure decision 
process. 

The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission was 
established recently, pursuant to title 
XXIX, Public Law 101-510, the “National 
Defense Authorization Act of Fiscal 
Year 1991,” and is being operated under 
the provisions of Public Law 92-463, ihe 
“Federal Advisory Committee Act.” The 
primary function of this Presidential 
Commission is to review 
recommendations made by the 
Secretary of Defense regarding base 
closures and realignments for the time 
periods and by the dates set down in the 
Authorization Act. The Commission will 
transmit a report of its findings and 
conclusions to the President, based upon 
a review and analysis of the Defense 
Secretary’s recommendations for 
closures and realignments of military 
installations in the United States. 

Due to late confirmation of the 
schedules of the principals giving 
testimony, less than fifteen days notice 
of this meeting (GSA Final Rule, 41 CFR 
101-6.1015) is being provided. For 
further information, contact Mr. 
Matthew P. Behrmann, Director of Staff 
at 202-653-0823. 


Daied: April 8 1991. 
Linda M. Bynum, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 
[FR Doc. 91-8513 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-™ 


DOD Advisory Group on Electron 
Devices; Advisory Committee Meeting 


SUMMARY: Working Group C (Mainly 
Opto-Electronics) of the DoD Advisory 
Group on Electron Devices (AGED) 
announces a closed session meeting. 


DATES: The meeting will be held at 0900, 
Tuesday and Wednesday, 23-24 April 
1991. 


ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the Palisades Institute for Research 
Services, Inc., 2011 Crystal Drive, One 
Crystal Park, suite 307, Arlington, 
Virginia 22202. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gerald Weiss, AGED Secretariat, 2011 
Crystal Drive, suite 307, Arlington, 
Virginia 22202. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
mission of the Advisory Group is to 
provide the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, the Director, Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency 
and the Military Departments with 
technical advice on the conduct of 
economical and effective research and 
development programs in the area of 
electron devices. 


The Working Group C meeting will be 
limited to review of research and 
development programs which the 
Military Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. This opto-electronic device 
area includes such programs as imaging 
device, infrared detectors and lasers. 
The review will include details of 
classified defense programs throughout. 

In accordance with section 10{d) of 
Public Law No. 92-463, as amended, (5 
U.S.C. App. II 10{d) (1988)), it has been 
determined that this Advisory Group 
meeting concerns matters listed in 5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) (1988), and that 
accordingly, this meeting will be closed 
to the public. 


Dated: April 8, 1991. 
L.M. Bynum, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 
[FR Doc. 91-8514 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 
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Department of the Army 


intent To Prepare Draft Environmental 
aia ie ellie ihe naa 


AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
DOD. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
DEIS. 


SUMMARY: This is a notice of intent to 


prepare a draft environmental impact 
statement (DEIS) for a Confined 
Disposal Facility (CDF) Development 
Study for Ashtabula Harbor, Ashtabula 
County, Ohio. 


The proposed project involves 
development and use of a confined 
disposal facility for disposal of highly 
polluted material dredged for 
maintenance of harbor navigation 
channels. This facility will not be used 
for confining toxic sediments. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tod Smith (716) 87904173, U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District, 
Environmental Analysis Section, 1776 
Niagara Street, Buffalo, New York 
14207-3199. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ([NFORMATION: . 

Authority: This study is being conducted 
under the authorities of the U.S. Rivers and 
Harbors Acts from 1919 to 1965, as amended, 
as they pertain to Ashtabula Harbor 

Proposed action: See Summary, 
above. 

Alternatives: The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Buffalo District is 
investigating sixteen in-lake or upland 
sites for potential CDF development. 
The “No Action” alternative is aiso a 
consideration. 

Scoping process: Study activities are 
being coordinated with government 
agencies, interest groups, and the 
general public. The intent is to gain 
assistance in: Identifying and scoping 
problems, needs, and concerns; 
developing feasible alternative solutions 
as well as assessing, evaluating, and 
identifying the preferred and the 
selected plans. The public involvement 
process for the study incorporates 
written correspondence, telephone 
communications, public meetings/ 
workshops, and draft and final report 
review procedures. 

An initial local scoping meeting for 
this project was conducted in June 1990. 
In November 1990, scoping letters were 
coordinated with agencies and others 
known to have an interest in the study. 
Associated coordination will continue. 
Additional scoping input from 
potentially affected Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interests is invited by 
this notice. 


Significant issues: Alternatives will 
be developed and evaluated for 
engineering and economic feasibility, 
and environmental and social 
acceptability. The alternative selected 
will reflect the best overall response to 
meeting the developed project 
objectives. The study shall be conducted 
to comply with the various Federal and 
State Environmental Statutes and 
Executive Orders and associated review 
procedures. When the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement is 
completed, it will be filed with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency and 
coordinated and reviewed under the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
procedures. 

Scoping meeting: Since Federal, State, 
and local interests have been involved 
with initiation of the study, and 
adequate coordination is already being 
conducted, no formal scoping meeting is 
anticipated. 

Availability: It is expected that the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
will be made available to the public 
about April 1992. 

Kenneth L. Denton, 

Alternate Army Federal Register Liaison 
Officer. 

[FR Doc. 91-8539 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-GP-M 


Environmental Impact Statement; 
Hickahaia-Senatoba Creeks 
Watershed, Channel Modification 


AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
DOD. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
DEIS. 


SUMMARY: This is a notice of intent to 


prepare a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for Hickahala- 
Senatoba Creeks Watershed, Channel 
Modification, Demonstration Erosion 
Control, Yazoo Basin, Mississippi. The 
purpose of the proposed action is to 
partially restore channel conditions in 
order to facilitate the transport of storm 
water from the Hickahala-Senatoba 
Creeks Watershed to Arkabutla 
Reservoir, thereby reducing flood 
damage and potential damage to 
adjacent properties. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Wendell L. King, (601) 631-5967, 
CELMK-PD-Q, P.O. Box 60, Vicksburg, 
Mississippi 39181-0060. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 1. The 
proposed Hickahala-Senatoba Creeks 
channel modification project is a 
component of the Demonstration 
Erosion Control Project, which was 
initially authorized by Public Law 98-8, 
“The Emergency Jobs Appropriation Act 
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of 1983.” Public Law 98-50, “The Energy 
and Water Development Appropriation 
Act for Fiscal Year 1984,” directed joint 
effort by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, 
for the foothill areas of the Yazoo Basin. 

2. A Draft Environmental Assessment 
was previously prepared and circulated 
to agencies and individuals known to 
have an interest in the proposed project. 
Based on the comments received, the 
District Engineer determined that 
preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement is appropriate. 

3. A range of alternatives, to include 
no action and hydraulic dredge, will be 
considered. 

4. a. A scoping meeting is tentatively 
scheduled to be held at 7 p.m. on May 
21, 1991, in the City Hall Boardroom, 
Senatoba, Mississippi. Public notices 
will be published to inform the general 
public. All affected Federal, state, and 
local agencies and other interested 
private organizations and parties are 
invited to participate. 

b. Significant issues tentatively 
identified include bottomland 
hardware/ wetlands, waterfowl, 
fisheries, water quality, endangered 
species, cultural resources, 
socioeconomic conditions, etc. 
Additional environmental! review and 
consultation requirements could be 
identified during the scoping process. 

c. The Soil Conservation Service, 
Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, and the 
Mississippi Department of Wildlife, 
Fisheries, and Parks will be invited to 
participate as cooperating agencies. 

5. A DEIS will be available for review 
by the public during Fiscal Year 1992. 
Kenneth L. Denton, ; 
Alternate Army Federal Register Liaison 
Officer. 

[FR Doc. 91-8540 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-PU-M 


Department of the Navy 


CNO Executive Panel Advisory 
Committee; Closed Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. app. 2), notice is hereby given 
that the Chief of Naval Operations 
(CNO) Executive Panel Technology 
Surprise Task Force will meet May 7, 
1991 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., at 4401 Ford 
Avente, Alexandria, Virginia. This 
session will be closed to the public. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss the possibility of unexpected 
technological breakthroughs that vastly 
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change warfighting capabilities. The 
entire agenda of the meeting will consist 
of discussions of key issues regarding 
the potential for unexpected technology 
breakthroughs that could have an acute 
impact on naval and other military 
forces. These matters constitute 
classified information that is specifically 
authorized by Executive Order to be 
kept secret in the interest of national 
defense and are, in fact, properly 
classified pursuant to such Executive 
Order. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Navy has determined in writing that the 
public interest requires that all sessions 
of the meeting be closed to the public 
because they will be concerned with 
matters listed in section 552b(c)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting, contact: Judith A. Holden, 
Executive Secretary to the Executive 
Panel, 4401 Ford Avenue, room 601, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302-0268, Phone 
(703) 756-1205. 


‘Dated: April 3, 1991. 
Wayne T. Baucino, 
Lieutenant, JAGC, USNR, Alternate Federal 
Register Liaison Officer. 
[FR Doc. 91-8541 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-é 


CNO Executive Panel; Closed Meeting 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. app. 2), notice is hereby given 
that the Chief of Naval Operations 
(CNO) Executive Panel Shallow Water 
Antisubmarine Warfare Task Force will 
meet May 6, 1991 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
at 4401 Ford Avenue, Alexandria, 
Virginia. This session will be closed to 
the public. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
evaluate U.S. Navy shallow water 
antisubmarine warfare long-term 
strategies. The entire agenda for the 
meeting will consist of discussions of 
key issues related to shallow water 
antisubmarine warfare and related 
intelligence. These matters constitute 
classified information that is specifically 
authorized by Executive Order to be 
kept secret in the interest of national 
defense and, are in fact, properly 
classified pursuant to such Executive 
Order. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Navy has determined in writing that the 
public interest requires that all sessions 
of the meeting be closed to the public 
because they wi!] be concerned with 
matters listed in section 552b(c)(1) of 
title 5, United States Code. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting, contact: Judith A. Holden, 
Executive Secretary to the CNO 
Executive Panel, 4401 Ford Avenue, 


room 601, Alexandria, Virginia 22302- 
0268, Phone (703) 756-1205. 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 
Wayne T. Baucino, 
Lieutenant, JAGC, USNR, Alternate Federal 
Register Liaison Officer. 
[FR Doc. 91-8542 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
Proposed information Collection 
Requests 


AGENCY: Department of Education. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed information 
collection requests. 


SUMMARY: The Director, Office of 


Information Resources Management, 
invites comments on the proposed 
information collection requests as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction 
Act of 1980. 

DATES: Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments on or before May 13, 
1991. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be addressed to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Attention: Dan Chenok: Desk Officer, 
Department of Education, Office of 
Management and Budget, 726 Jackson 
Place NW., room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20503. 
Requests for copies of the proposed 
information collection requests should 
be addressed to Mary P. Liggett, 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., room 5624, Regional Office 
Building 3, Washington, DC 20202. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary P. Liggett (202) 708-5174. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
3517 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35) requires that 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) provide interested Federal 
agencies and the public an early 


_ opportunity to comment on information 


collection requests. OMB may amend or 
waive the requirement for public 
consultation to the extent that public 
participation in the approval process 
would defeat the purpose of the 
information collection, violate State or 
Federal law, or substantially interfere 
with any agency’s ability to perform its 
statutory obligations. 

The Acting Director, Office 
Information Resources Management, 
publishes this notice containing 
proposed information collection 
requests prior to submission of these 
requests to OMB. Each proposed 
information collection, grouped by 
office, contain the following: (1) Type of 
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review requested, e.g., new, revision, 
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2) 
Title; (3) Frequency of collection; (4) the 
affected public; (5) Reporting burden; 
and/or (6) recordkeeping burden; and (7) 
Abstract. OMB invites public comment 
at the address specified above. Copies 
of the requests are available from Mary 
P. Liggett at the address specified above. 


Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Mary P. Liggett, 


Acting Director, Office of Information 
Resources Management. 


Office of Postsecondary Education 


Type of Review: Existing. 

Title: Application for Foreign Language 
and Area Studies Programs. 

Frequency: Annually. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households; State or local 
governments; non-profit institutions. 

Reporting Burden: 

Responses: 717 
Burden Hours: 22447 

Recordkeeping Burden: 
Recordkeepers: 0 
Burden Hours: 0 

Abstract: This form will be used to 
determine eligibility for various 
international programs under the 
Foreign Language and Area Studies 
Fellowship Program. The Department 
uses the information to make grant 
awards. 


Office of Postsecondary Education 


Type of Review: Revision. 

Title: Institutional Eligibility under the 
Higher Education Act of 1965, as 
amend—Student Assistance General 
Provision. 

Frequency: On-occasion. 

Affected Public: Businesses or other for- 
profit; non-profit institutions. 

Reporting Burden: 

Responses: 4,370. 
Burden Hours: 13,110 

Recordkeeping Burden: 
Recordkeepers: 0 
Burden Hours: 0 


Abstract: This form will be used by 


postsecondary institutions to apply for 
funds under the Higher Education Act 
of 1965, Student Assistance General 
Provision, as amended. The 
Department uses this information to 
make grant awards. 


Office of Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services 


Type of Review: Revision. 

Title: Report of Services for Children 
with Deaf-Blindness Program. 

Frequency: Annually. 

Affected Public: State or local 
governments; non-profit institutions. 
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Reporting Burden: 
' Responses: 98 

Burden Hours: 392 

Recordkeeping Burden: 
Recordkeepers: 98 
Burden Hours: 490 

Abstract: This report is used to collect 
information on the number of deaf- 
blind children served by age, sex, and 
the severity and nature of deaf- 
blindness; the number of service 
providers who were trained or 
counseled; and the types of service 
provided. 


{FR Doc. 91-8475 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


National Council on Vocational 
Education; Meeting 


AGENCY: National Council on Vocational 
Education, Education. 

ACTION: Notice of public meeting of the 
council. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
proposed agenda of a forthcoming 
meeting of the National Council on 
Vocational Education. This notice 
describes the functions of the Council. 
Notice of this meeting is required under 
Section 10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act.-This document is 
intended to notify the general public of 
their opportunity to attend. 

DATES AND TIME: Apri! 29, 1991, 9 a.m. to 
4 p.m. 

ADDRESSES: Sheraton City Center Hotel 
(Georgetown Room), 1143 New 
Hampshire Ave., NW., Washington, DC 
20037, (202) 775-0800. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Joyce Winterton, Executive Director, 
330 C Street, SW., MES—suite 4080, 
Washington, DC 20202-7580, (202) 732- 
165. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Council on Vocational 
Education is established under section 
431 of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational 
Education Act, Public Law 98-524, 5 
U.S.C.A. appendix 2. 

The Council is established to: 

(A) Advise the President, the 
Congress, and the Secretary of 
Education concerning the administration 
of, preparation of general regulations 
for, and operation of, vocational 
education programs.supported with 
assistance under this title; 

{B) Review the administration and 
operation of vocational education 
programs under this title, including the 
effectiveness of such program in meeting 
the purposes for which they are 
vstablished and operated, make 


recommendations with respect thereto, 
and make annual reports of its findings 
and recommendations (including 
recommendations for changes in the 
provisions of this title) to the Secretary 
for transmittal to Congress; and 

(C) Conduct independent evaluations 
of programs carried out under this title 
and publish and distribute the results 
thereof. 

The meeting of the Council is open to 
the public. The proposed agenda 
includes discussion on the following: 
Awards Program, Occupational 
Competencies, Large School District 
Workshops and Implementing the Carl 
Perkins Act, Annual Report, Budget, 
Awareness Campaign. Records are kept 
of all Council proceedings, and are 
available for public inspection at the 
above address from the hours of 9 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m. 


Dated: April 8, 1991. 
Joyce Winterton, 
Executive Director. 
[FR Doc. 91-8583 Filed 4~10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


[Docket No. TA91-1-48-001] 


ANR Pipeline Co.; Proposed Changes 
in FERC Gas Tariff 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that ANR Pipeline 
Company (“ANR”), on March 28, 1991, 
tendered for filing as part of its FERC 
Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1, the 
following tariff sheet to be effective May 
1, 1991. 


Forty-First Revised Sheet No. 18 


ANR states that the purpose of the 
instant filing is to implement a revision 
to the current adjustment contained in 
the Annual Purchased Gas Adjustment 
(PGA), that was filed on February 26, 
1991, pursuant to section 15 of the 
General Terms and Conditions of ANR’s 
Tariff. 

ANR states that Forty-First Revised 
Sheet No. 18 reflects a proposed gas 
commodity rate of $2.0619 which 
consists of a $0.2942 per dekatherm 
(“dth") decrease in the gas cost 
component of the commodity rate of 
ANR’s CD-1/MC-~1 Rate Schedules from 
rates proposed in the February 26, 1991 
Annual PGA filing and a reduction of 
$0.6842 per dth from currently effective 
rates. The filing further reflects a 
decrease in ANR's one-part rate’ 
applicable to Rate Schedule SGS-1 of 
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$0.2942 per dth from rates proposed in 
the February 26, 1991 Annual PGA filing 
and the Request For PGA Waiver and a 
decrease from currently effective rates 
of $0.6948 per dth. The monthly D-1 
demand rate and the D-2 demand rate 
remain unchanged from those contained 
in the Request For PGA Waiver. 

ANR states that copies of the filing 
were served upon all of its jurisdictional 
customers and interested state 
commissions. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure 18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211. 
All such protests should be filed on or 
before April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are of file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, : 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 91-8492 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-™ 


[Docket No. RP&9-6 1-008] 


Kentucky West Virginia Gas Co.; 
Compliance Filing 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that on March 13, 1991, 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Company 
(Kentucky West}, in compliance with the 
Commission's February 25, 1991 order, 
tendered for filing as part of its FERC 
Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume No. 
1, the following tariff sheets to be 
effective March 1, 1991: 


Second Revised 26th Revised Sheet No. 41 
Third Revised Sheet No. 42 
Third Revised Sheet No. 43 


Kentucky West states that a copy of 
the filing has been made upon each of 
Kentucky West's jurisdictional 
customers and interested state 
commissions. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure 18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211. 
All such protests should be filed on or © 
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before April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. Z 
[FR Doc. 91-8489 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M. 


[Docket No. TMS1-2-25-004] 


Mississippi River Transmission Corp.; 
Compliance Filing 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that on Mach 29, 1991, 
Mississippi River Transmission 
Corporation (MRT) tendered for filing a 
refund report of amounts due customers 
under MRT’s Docket No. Tm91-2-25- 
000. 
MRT states that this filing reflects the 
flowthrough of a take-or-pay refund 
received by MRT on March 4, 1991 from 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United) 
in Docket No. RPS0-132. MRT states that 
the refund has been allocated among its 
customers in proportion to their actual 
principle and interest payments to MRT. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure 18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211. 
All such protests should be filed on or 
before April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8493 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP91-31-003] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America; 
Compliance Filing 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that on April 1, 1991, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural) tendered for filing as 


part of its FERC Gas Tariff, Third 
Revised Volume No. 1, the following 
tariff sheets with a proposed effective 
date of May 1, 1991: 

First Revised Sheet No. 182 

First Revised Sheet No. 183 


Natural states that this filing, which 
tracks the allocation of transition costs 
assessed to Natural by an upstream 
supplier, is made to reflect revised 
allocation factors based on factors that 
Natural has developed in the 
concurrently filed Docket No. RP91-22- 
00. That filing is being made to comply 
with “Order Directing Revised 
Allocations to Small Customer Fixed 
Charges to Comply with Order No. 528- 
A,” 54 FERC § 61,219 (1991). The 
currently effective allocation 
methodology for upstream suppliers was 
approved on December 20, 1990, 53 
FERC { 61,422 (1990) with an effective 
date of December 21. 

Natural requests any waivers of the 
Commission's regulations which may be 
necessary to permit the tendered tariff 
sheets to take effect May 1, 1991. 
Natural states that copies of the filing 
have been mailed to Natural’s 
jurisdictional sales customers, interested 
state regulatory agencies and all parties 
set out on the official service list of the 
above-docketed proceeding. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure 18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211. 
All such protests should be filed on or 
before April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8490 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. TQ91-3-29-000] 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 


April 4, 1991 

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) 
tendered for filing on April 1, 1991 
revised tariff sheets to Second Revised 
Volume ‘No. 1 of its FERC Gas Tariff, 
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which tariff sheets are included in 
Appendix A attached to the filing. Such 
tariff sheets are proposed to be effective 
May 1, 1991. 

Transco states that the proposed tariff 
sheets reflects a rate decrease of 116.1¢ 
per dt related to the current gas cost 
portion of commodity rates (reflected in 
Schedule D1, Code 0, hereof) under the 
CD, G, OG, PS, ACQ and S~2 Rate 
Schedules, compared to Transco’s 
quarterly Purchased Gas Adjustment 
(PGA) filing which was accepted to 
become effective February 1, 1991 and a 
rate decrease of 0.2¢ per dt compared to 
Transco’s interim PGA filing of January 
31, 1991 which superseded the quarterly 
PGA and became effective February 1, 
1991. The instant PGA filing reflects an 
average cost of gas of 169.82¢ per dt for 
the quarterly period May 1, 1991 through 
July 31, 1991. 

Transco requests a waiver of section 
22.4 of the General Terms and 
Conditions of its FERC Gas Tariff, 
Second Revised Volume No. 1 and 
§ 154.308 (c) of the Commission’s 
Regulations in order to calculate the 
commodity Current Gas Cost 
Adjustment to its PGA affected rate 
schedules in the manner provided in the 
instant filing. 

Transco further states that it has filed 
the necessary schedules in order to 
comply with § 154.305, 154.308 and FERC 
Form 542. Transco has also filed a 9- 
track magnetic tape containing such 
schedules. 


Transco states that copies of the 


_ instant filing are being mailed to its 


jurisdictional customers and interested 
State Commissions. In accordance with 
provisions of § 154.16 of the 
Commission's Regulations, copies of this 
filing are available for public inspection, 
during regular business hours, in a 
convenient form and place at Transco’s 
main offices at 2800 Post Oak Boulevard 
in Houston, Texas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE. Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with §§ 385.214 
and 385.211 of the Commission's Rules 
and Regulations, All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
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inspection in the Public Reference 
R 


Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8494 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP90-132-005] 


United Gas Pipe Line Co.; Withdrawal 
of Tariff Sheets 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that on March 22, 1991, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United) 
tendered for filing a notice to withdraw 
tariff sheets. United hereby withdraws 
the tariff sheets relating to Docket No. 
RP90~132 take-or-pay flowthrough 
charges that were originally filed on 
June 15, 1990. The tariff sheets to be 
withdrawn are Original Sheet Nos. 4S, 
4T, 4U, 4V, 4W, 4W1, and 4X. United 
reserves its right to refile appropriate 
tariff sheets to recover the costs that 
were subject to the withdrawn tariff 
sheets, pursuant to the provisions of 
Order No. 528, and any subsequent 
order modifying those provisions. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rules 214 and 211 of the 
Commission's rules of Practice and 
Procedures, 18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211. 
All such protests should be filed on or 
before April 11, 1991. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons that are already parties to this 
proceeding need not file a motion to 
intervene in this matter. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 91-8491 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. TQ91-3-49-000) 


Williston Basin interstate Pipeline Co.; 
Purchased Gas Adjustment Filing 


April 4, 1991. 

Take notice that on April 1, 1991, 
Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline 
Company (Williston Basin), suite 200, 
304 East Rosser Avenue, Bismarck, 
North Dakota 58501, tendered for filing 
as part of its FERC Gas Tariff the 
following revised tariff sheets: 


First Revised Volume No. 1 


Thirty-fourth Revised Sheet No. 10 
Original Volume No. 1-A 
Twenty-seventh Revised Sheet No. 11 
Thirty-third Revised Sheet No. 12 
Sixteenth Revised Sheet No. 97A 
Original Volume No. 1-B 
Twenty-second Revised Sheet No. 10 
Twenty-second Revised Sheet No. 11 
Original Volume No. 2 
Thirty-fifth Revised Sheet No. 10 
Twenty-eighth Revised Sheet No. 11B 


The proposed effective date of the 
tariff sheets is May 1, 1991. 

Williston Basin states that Thirty- 
fourth Revised Sheet No. 10 (First 
Revised Volume No. 1) and Thirty-fifth 
Revised Sheet No. 10 (Original Volume 
No. 2), reflect an increase in the Current 
Gas Cost Adjustment applicable to Rate 
Schedules G-1, SGS-1, E-1 and X-1 of 
0.732 cents per dkt as compared to that 
contained in the Company’s December 
31, 1990 PGA filing in Docket No. TQ91- 
2-49-000, which became effective 
February 1, 1991. 

Williston Basin also states that 
Twenty-seventh Revised Sheet No. 11 
and Thirty-third Revised Sheet No. 12 
(Original Volume No. 1-A) and Thirty- 
fifth Revised Sheet No. 10 (Original 
Volume No. 2) reflect a revised fuel used 
and lost and unaccounted for gas 
percentage applicable to certain 
transportation rate schedules. 

Williston Basin further states that 
Twenty-seventh Revised Sheet No. 11, 
Thirty-third Revised Sheet No. 12 and 
Sixteenth Revised Sheet No. 97A 
(Original Volume No. 1-A), Twenty- 
second Revised Sheet Nos. 10 and 11 
(Original Volume No. 1-B), Thirty-fifth 
Revised Sheet No. 10 and Twenty-eighth 
Revised Sheet No. 11B (Original Volume 
No. 2) reflect a decrease of 1.013 cents 
per dkt in the fuel reimbursement charge 
component of the Company's relevant 
transportation rates as compared to that 
contained in the Company’s December 
31, 1990 filing in Docket No. TQ91-2-49- 
000. Such increase in the fuel 
reimbursement charge is a result of the 
changes in Williston Basin’s average 
cost of purchased gas. 

Both the fuel used and lost and 
unaccounted for percentage and the fuel 
reimbursement charge are subject to 
further modification as a result of any 
compliance filing made pursuant to the 
Order issued March 20, 1991, in Docket 
Nos. TQ90-4—49-000 and RP90-113-000. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington 
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214. All such motions or protests 
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should be filed on or before April 11, 
1991. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to the proceeding must 
file a motion to intervene. Copies of the 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashel, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 91-8495 Filed 4-10-91; 6:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


Morgantown Energy Technology 
Center Grant; Financial Assis’ 


tance 
Award to Cornell University 


AGENCY: Morgantown Energy 
Technology Center, Department of 
Energy (DOE). 

ACTION: Notice of acceptance of a 
noncompetitive financial assistance 
application for a grant award. 


SUMMARY: Based upon a determination 
made pursuant to 10 CFR 600.7(b)(2) the 
DOE, Morgantown Energy Technology 
Center gives notice of its plans to award 
a 12-month grant to the Institute for 
Study of the Continents (INSTOC), 
Cornell University, Snee Hall, Ithaca, 
New York 14853-1504, with an 
associated budget of approximately 
$61,000. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Beverly J. Harness, I-07, U.S. 
Department of Energy, Morgantown 
Energy Technology Center, P.O. Box 880, 
Morgantown, West Virginia 26507-0880, 
Telephone: (304) 291-4089, Procurement 
Request No. 21-91MC28136.000. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
pending award is based on an 
unsolicited application for a research 
project to assess the hydrocarbon (oil 
and gas) potential for the geologic 
origins, and geologic evolution of a 
recently discovered stratigraphic 
layered sequence which lies beneath the 
U.S. Midcontinent geologic province. 
The results of the study could provide 
industry with the identification of 
critical sites for collecting new deep 
reflection transects and attractive sites 
to directly sample and test the 
hydrocarbon potential of the layered 
Proterozoic stratigraphic sequence. In 
view of the expertise of the personnel, 
proprietary data available, and the 
extensive computing equipment 
available at Cornell University to be 
dedicated to this effort and the 
enhanced benefits to be received by the 
public because of DOE’s financial 
support, it has been determined that it is 
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appropriate to award this grant to 
Cornell University on a noncompetitive 
basis. 
Issued: March 27, 1991. 

Louie L. Calaway, 
Director, Acquisition and Assistance 
— Morgantown Energy Technology 

enter, 


[FR Doc. 91-8569 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Office of Fossii Energy 
[FE Docket No. 91-02-NG] 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, 
Department of Energy. 

ACTION: Notice of an order granting 
blanket authorization to import natural 
gas. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy of 


the Department of Energy gives notice 
that it has issued an order granting JMC 


Fuel Services, Inc., blanket authorization 
to import up to 50 Bcf of Canadian 
natural gas over a two year period 
beginning on the date of first delivery. 


A copy of this order is available for 
inspection and copying in the Office of 
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-056, 
Forrestal Building, U.S. Department of 
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-9478. 
The docket room is open between the 
hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, March 28, 1991. 
Clifford P. Tomaszewski, 


Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 

[FR Doc. 91-8570 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 


Cases Filed; Week of February 15 
through February 22, 1991 


During the Week of February 15 
through February 22, 1991, the appeals 
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and applications for exception or other 
relief listed in the Appendix to this 
Notice were filed with the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals of the 
Department of Energy. 

Under DOE procedural regulations, 10 
CFR part 205, any person who will be 
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in 
these cases may file written comments 
on the application within ten days of 
service of notice, as prescribed in the 
procedural regulations. For purposes of 
the regulations, the date of service of 
notice is deemed to be the date of 
publication of this Notice or the date of 
receipt by an aggrieved person of actual 
notice, whichever occurs first. All such 
comments shail be filed with the Office 
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
Energy, Washington, DC 20585. 


Dated: April 4, 1991. 


George B. Breznay, 
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 


List OF CASES RECEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 


2/20/91.......... 


2/22/91 


2/19/91.......... 


2/19/91 


2/19/91 
2/19/91 


2/20/91 
2/20/91 


[Week of February 15 through February 22, 1991] 


ition. 
Appeal of an information Request Deniel. i! granted: 
1991 Freedom of Information Request Denial issued 


sisaei st sie toteseaibiea Cui nba 
1991 Freedom of information Request Denial issued by the Oak 


The February 4, 1991 Decision 


ing. 

RF272-71299) issued to Empire District Electric Company 
modified regarding the firm’s application for refund 
Crude Oil refund proceeding. 


2/20/91 
2/19/91 
2/20/91 RC272-115 


2/21/91 RFS15- 


99130 


2/21/91 


2721/91 
2/21/91 
2/22/91 
2/22/91 





2/15/91 thu 2/ 
22/91 


2/15/91 thru 2/ 
22/91 


2/15/91 thru 2/ 
22/91 


[FR Doc. 91-8571 Filed 4-10-01;8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Office of Fossil Energy 
[ERA Docket No. 88-01-NG] 


Project Orange Associates, L.P.; 
Application To Amend a Long-Term 
Authorization To Import Natural Gas 
From Canada 


AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy, 
Department of Energy. 

ACTION: Notice of application to amend 
an order granting long-term 
authorization to import natural gas from 
Canada. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy 


(FE) of the Department of Energy (DOE) 
gives notice of receipt on March 25, 
1991, of an application filed by Project 
Orange Associates, L.P. (Project 
Orange), to amend an authorization to 
import natural gas from Canada granted 
by DOE/FE on September 29, 1990, in 
DOE/FE Opinion and Order No. 425 
(order 425) (1 FE para. 70,353). Project 
Orange is seeking authority to import 
firm supplies of gas pursuant to a 
Restated Gas Sale and Purchase 
Agreement dated March 18, 1991, which 
incorporates clarifications, updates 
certain price and milestone provisions, 
and adds certain security and other 
provisions. 

Originally, the Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) issued a 
conditional order granting long-term 
authorization in ERA Docket No. 88-01- 
NG to G.A.S. Orange Development, Inc. 
(1 ERA para. 70,815). Subsequently, on 
December 19, 1989, the ERA approved 
the transfer of this conditional 
authorization to Project Orange 
(unnumbered and unpublished order). 
On January 16, 1990, the DOE/FE issued 
an order granting authorization to 
import natural gas from Canada using 
existing facilities in DOE/FE opinion 
and order No. 274—A (FE para. 70,280). 
Order 425 removed the condition on the 


long-term authorization after the 
completion of the environmental review 
of impacts associated with construction 
and operation of certain pipeline 
facilities proposed by Great Lakes Gas 
Transmission Limited Partnership and 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company (part 
of the Niagara Import Point Project) to 
provide firm transportation service for 
additional Canadian natural gas into the 
U.S. Northeast. 

Applicant asserts that, apart from the 
change in the lump-sum payment, the 
amendment does not change 
substantially the terms of the import 
authorized by orders 274 and 425. For 
this reason, DOE-is establishing a 
shortened comment period of 15 days. 

The application is filed under section 
3 of the Natural Gas Act (NGA) and 
DOE delegation order Nos. 0204-111 and 
0204-127. Protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention, and written 
comments are invited. 


DATES: Protests, motions to intervene, or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
requests for additional procedures and 
written comments are to be filed at the 
address listed below not later than 4:30 
p.m., Eastern time, April 26, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, room 3F-056, 
FE-50, 1000 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


John S. Boyd, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Fossil Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Forrestal Building, room 3F- 
094, 1000 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-4523. 

Diane Stubbs, Office of Assistant 
General Counsel for Fossil Energy, 
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 
Building, room 6E-042, GC-14, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-6667. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Project 
Orange is authorized under order 425 to 
import up to 120 million MMBtu of 
Canadian gas from Noranda Inc. 
(Noranda) over a term of 20 years 
beginning on the date of initial delivery. 
The gas will be imported to fuel a new 
cogeneration facility in Syracuse, New 
York. In the original January 5, 1988, 
import application, the commercial 
operation date of the cogeneration 
facility and the date on which initial 
deliveries of gas would take place was 
projected to be June 30, 1990. The date is 
now anticipated to occur in July 1992. 
Project Orange has also secured a 
commitment for construction and long- 
term financing of the cogeneration 
facility and the closing of the financing 
is anticipated to occur in April 1991. 


Project Organge and Noranda 
executed a Restated Gas Sale and 
Purchase Agreement on March 18, 1991, 
which incorporates changes to the 
original gas sales and purchase 
agreement, as amended, which (i) 
update the prior agreement to account 
for the delay in achieving the . 
commercial operation date of the 
cogeneration facility and the initial 
delivery date for gas, (ii) incorporate 
security provisions requested by the 
lenders pursuant to the terms of the 
construction and term loan financings, 
(iii) clarify existing contractual 
provisions and (iv) adopt relatively 
minor, miscellaneous provisions. Project 
Orange requests that order 425 be 
amended to authorize the importation 
volumes from Noranda pursuant to the 
Restated Gas Sale and Purchase 
Agreement. 

The DOE/FE determined in issuing 
order 425 that the import arrangement 
will provide additional, long-term, and 
secure supplies of competitively-priced 
gas needed in a region that is heavily 
dependent on unstable sources of 
imported oil, and is therefore not 
inconsistent with the public interest and 
the DOE natural gas import guidelines 
(49 FR 6684, February 22, 1984). 
Although the commodity pricing 
provisions of the gas sales agreement 
depart from customary provisions 
permitting fluctuations in response to 
market changes, the DOE/ERA in order 
274 found that the agreement results 
from arms length negotiations and 
reflects a balancing of the parties’ | 
respective commercial interests. A 
single up-front payment of gas was 
negotiated to secure a long-term 
commitment and, also, the importer was 
given the flexibility to request that 
Noranda market in either Canada or the 
United States up to 4.5 million MMBtu 
each year (i.e. 50 percent of the annual 
maximum contract quantity) and refund 
the net proceeds to Project Orange. In 
addition, the sales agreement contains 
an arbitration procedure which either 
party can initiate. 

At the time order 274 was issued, the 
lump-sum payment was set at $72.9 
million, which equates to approximately 
$0.61/Mcf if the total contract volume is 
taken over the 20 year term. Orders 274- 
A and 425 were based on a revised 
lump-sum payment of $77.6 million, or 
$0.65/Mcf. Under the present 
application, the lump-sum payment is 
further revised to $88 million, which is 
approximately $0.737/Mcf if the total 
contract volume is taken over the 20 
year term. In addition to the lump sum 
payment, a fee will be paid to Noranda 
to cover production, gathering and 
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processing costs in Alberta. At the term 
order 274 was issued, the fee was set at 
$0.30/ MMBta and would be adjusted 
annually for inflation. It is now revised 
to $0.3226/MMBtu, with the same annual 
inflation adjustment. Project Orange 
would pay separately the cost of 
transporting this gas from Alberta to the 
international border. 

The Restated Sale and Purchase 
Agreement also incorporates certain 
security provisions required by the 
Lender under the construction and term 
loan arrangements. In particular, the 
agreement includes a deferral account 
mechanism pursuant to which Project 
Orange will make quarterly payments 
during the first six contract years of up 
to $470,000 into the deferral account in 
lieu of payment of part of the 
production, gathering, and processing 
costs to Noranda. The deferred 
payments will be repaid to Noranda 
with interest, beginning in the seventh 
contract year with interest-only 
payments and beginning in the eleventh 
contract year with principal and interest 
payments. All deferred amounts with 
interest will be paid to Noranda by the 
end of the thirteenth contract year. 

The Restated Sale and Purchase 
Agreement also incorporates numerous 
clarifications, including clarifications 
related to taxes, interest rates, force 
majeure and Noranda’s use of a wholly 
owned subsidiary, Canadian Hunter 
Exploration Ltd., as its agent under the 
agreement. Other miscellaneous changes 
are also incorporated, including the 
addition of two more circumstances 
when Project Orange may adjust the 
scheduled daily quantity, the addition of 
limitations on the maximum annual 
quantity in any given contract year, the 
requirement that Project Orange make 
Noranda whole for fuel gas required to 
be purchased and transported pursuant 
to certain transportation agreements 
(with an obligation that Noranda 
mitigate such amount), additional 
exchange of information, and additional 
termination and default provisions. 

The application to amend order 425 
will be reviewed in accordance with 
section 3 of the NGA and the authority 
contained in DOE delegation order nos. 
0204-111 and 0204-127. The principal 
change in the import arrangement 
effected by the Restated Agreement is 
an increase in the lump-sum payment. 
Other contractual terms under which the 
gas will be supplied are substantially 
the 'same and the maximum quantity 
imported would not change. 
Accordingly, DOE does not believe it is 
necessary to reexamine ‘its findings in 
order 274 and 425 that the import would 
provide a needed, secure and 


competitive gas supply. DOE wili 
consider whether and how the requested 
amendment will affect these findings 
and parties, especially those that may 
oppose this application, should focus 
their comments, if any, on these matters. 


NEPA Compliance 


The National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., 
requires DOE to give appropriate 
consideration to the environmental 
effects of its proposed actions. No final 
decision will be issued in this 
proceeding until DOE has met its NEPA 
responsibilities. 


Public Comment Procedures 


In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notice of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments, Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
comments considered as the basis for 
any decision on the application must, 
however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention, as applicable. 
The filing of a protest with respect to 
this application will not serve to make 
the protestant a party to the proceeding, 
although protests and comments 
received from persons who are not 
parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate action to 
the taken on the application. All protest, 
motions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, and written comments 
must meet the requirements that are 
specified by the regulations in 10 CFR 
part 590. Protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention, requests for 
additiona! procedures, and written 
comments should be filed with the 
Office of Fuels Programs at the above 
address. 

It is intended that a decisional record 
on the application will be developed 
through responses to this notice by 
parties, including the parties’ written 
comments and replies thereto. 
Additional procedures will be used as 
necessary to achieve a complete 
understanding of the facts and issues. A 
party seeking intervention may request 
that additional procedures be provided, 
such as additional written comments, an 
oral presentation, a conference, or trial- 
type hearing. Any request to file 
additional written comments should 
explain why they are necessary. Any 
request for an oral presentation should 
identify the substantial question of fact. 
law or policy at issue, show that it is 
material and relevant to a decision in 
the proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 
why the conference would materially 
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advance the proceeding. Any request for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and that a trial-type hearing is 
necessary for a full and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure is 
scheduled, a notice will be provided to 
all parties. If no party requests 
additional procedures, a final opinion 
and order may be issued based on the 
official record, including the application 
and responses filed by parties pursuant 
to this notice, in accordance with'10 
CFR 590.316. 

A copy of Project Orange's 
application is available for inspection 
and copying in the Office of Fuels 
Programs Docket Room, 3F-056, at the 
above address. The docket room is open 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on April 8, 1991. 
Clifford P. Tomaszewski, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels 
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy. 

[FR Doc. 91-8868 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


information Collection Submitted to 
OMB for Review 


AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 


ACTION: Notice of information collection 
submitted to OMB for review and 
approval under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with 
requirements of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 
35), the FDIC hereby gives notice that it 
has submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget a request for 
OMB review of the information 
collection system described below. 

Type of Review: Extension of the 
expiration date of a currently approved 
collection without any change in the 
method or substance of collection. 

Title: Criminal Referral Reporting. 

Form Number: FDIC 6710/06 and 
6710/06A. 

OMB Number: 3064-0077. 

Expiration Date of OMB Clearance: 
April 30, 1991. 

Frequency of Response: On occasion. 

Respondents: FDIC-insured 
nonmember banks. 

Number of Respondents: 6,500. 
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Number of Responses per 
Respondent: 1. 

Total Annual Responses: 6,500. 

Average Number of Hours per 
Response: 0.75. 

Total Annual Burden Hours: 4,900. 

OMB Reviewer: Gary Waxman (202) 
395-7340, Office of Management and 
Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project 
(3064-0090), Washington, DC 20503. 

FDIC Contact: Steven F. Hanft (202) 
898-3907, Office of the Executive 
Secretary, room F-400, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20429. 

Comments: Comments on these 
collections of information are welcome 
and should be submitted before May 13, 
1991. 
ADDRESSES: A copy of the submission 
may be obtained by calling or writing 
the FDIC contact listed above. 
Comments regarding the submission 
should be addressed to both the OMB 
reviewer and the FDIC contact listed 
above. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Insured 
nonmember banks must report apparent 
internal crimes and violations affecting 
the banks’ assets and affairs to the 
appropriate investigatory and 
prosecuting authorities, as well as to the 
FDIC. The reports help assure that the 
specific information needed by 
investigators and prosecutors is 
available in an orderly and timely 
fashion. Also, the reports strengthen the 
ability of the FDIC to reduce losses of 
insured nonmember banks as a result of 
criminal activity. 

Dated: February 13, 1991. 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8511 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


[FEMA-899-DR] 


Indiana; Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This is a notice of the 
Presidential declaration of a major 
disaster for the State of Indiana (FEMA- 
899-DR), dated March 29, 1991, and 
related determinations. 

DATES: March 29, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Neva K. Elliott, Disaster Assistance 


Programs, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472 (202) 646-3614. 


NOTICE: Notice is hereby given that, ina 
letter dated March 29, 1991, the 
President declared a major disaster 
under the authority of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq., 
Pub. L. 93-288, as amended by Pub. L. 
100-707), as follows: 


I have determined that the damage in 
certain areas of the State of Indiana, resulting 
from a severe ice storm on March 12-15, 1991, 
is of sufficient severity and magnitude to 
warrant a major disaster declaration under 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (“the Stafford 
Act”). I, therefore, declare that such a major 
disaséer exists in the State of Indiana. 

In order to provide Federal assistance, you 
are hereby authorized to allocate from funds 
available for these purposes, such amounts 
as you find necessary for Federal disaster 
assistance and administrative expenses. 

You are authorized to provide Public 
Assistance in the designated areas. 
Consistent with the requirement that Federal 


_ assistance be supplemental, any Federal 


funds provided under the Stafford Act for 
Public Assistance will be limited to 75 
percent of the total eligible costs. 


The time period prescribed for the 
implementation of section 310(a), 
Priority to Certain Applications for 
Public Facility and Public Housing 
Assistance, shall be for a period not to 
exceed six months after the date of this 
declaration. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Director of 
the Federal Emergency Management 
under Executive Order 12148, I hereby 
appoint Gary Pierson of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
this declared disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas of the State of Indiana to have 
been affected adversely by this declared 
major disaster: 


The counties of Benton, Boone, Carroll, 
Cass, Clinton, Fayette, Jasper, Henry, 
Madison, Miami, Montgomery, Newton, 
Randolph, Tippecanoe, Tipton, Union, 
Warren, Wayne, and White for Public 
Assistance. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
83.516, Disaster Assistance) 

Wallace E. Stickney, 

Director, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 

[FR Doc. 91-8558 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-02-M 
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[FEMA-899-DR] 


Indiana; Amendment to Notice of a 
Major Disaster Declaration 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Notice. 


summary: This notice amends the notice 
of a major distaster for the State of 
Indiana (FEMA-899-DR), dated March 
29, 1991, and related determinations. 
DATES: April 3, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Neva K. Elliott, Disaster Assistance 
Programs, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472 (202) 646-3614. 


NOTICE: The notice of a major disaster 
for the State of Indiana, dated March 29, 
1991, is hereby amended to include the 
following areas among those areas 
determined to have been adversely 
affected by the catastrophe declared a 
major disaster by the President in his 
declaration of March 29, 1991: 

The counties of Blackford, Delaware, 
Grant, Hamilton, Hancock, Howard, and 
Wells for Public Assistance. 

(Catalog of Federal Assistance No. 83.516 
Disaster Assistance.) 

Grant C. Peterson, 

Associate Director, State and Local Programs 
and Support, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

[FR Doc. 91-8559 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6710-02-4 


[FEMA-896-DR) 


Washington; Amendment to Notice of 
a Major Disaster Declaration 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice amends the notice 
of a major disaster for the State of 
Washington (FEMA-896-DR), dated 
March 8, 1991, and related 
determinations. 


DATES: April 3, 1991. 


‘FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


Neva K. Elliott, Disaster Assistance 
Programs, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, Washington, DC 
20472 (202) 646-3614. 

NOTICE: The notice.of a major disaster 
for the State of Washington, dated 
March 8, 1991, is hereby amended to 
include the following areas among those 
areas determined to have been 
adversely affected by the catastrophe 
declared a major disaster by the 
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President in his declaration of March 8, 
1991: 

ere County for Public Assistance 
only. 
(Catalog of Federal. Assistance No. 83,516, 
Disaster Assistance) 
Grant C. Peterson, 
Associate Director, State and Local Programs 
and Support Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 
[FR Doc. 91-8560 Filed 4~10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-02-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Request for Additional Information; 
Cobait Line Joint Service Agreement 


Agreement No: 207-011320. 

Title: Cobalt Line Joint Service 
Agreement. 

Parties: 

Compagnie Des Long-Courriers, S.A. 

Baltic Shipping Company 

Synopsis: Notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Maritime Commission, 
pursuant to section 6(d) of the Shipping 
Act of 1984 (46 U.S.C. app. 1705), has 
requested additional information from 
the parties to the Agreement in order to 
complete the statutory review of 
Agreement No. 207-011320 required by 
the Act. This action extends the review 
period as provided in section 6(c) of the 
Act. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8469 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


R.W. Bugbee Trust No. 2, et al.; 
Change in Bank Control Notices; 
Acquisitions of Shares of Banks or 
Bank Holding Companies ; 


The notificants listed below have 
applied under the Change in Bank 
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and 
§ 225.41 of the Board's Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the notices are 
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)). 

The notices are available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
notices have been accepted for 
processing, they will:also be available 
for inspection at-the offices of the Board 
of Governors. Interested persons may 


express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank indicated for that notice 
or to the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Comments must be received 
not later than April 30, 1991. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Vice President) 
925 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64198: 

1. R,W. Bugbee Trust No. 2; R.W. 
Bugbee Trust No. 3; R.W. Bugbee Trust 
No. 4; Roderick G. Bugbee, Kathy S. 
Bugbee and Douglas C. Spencer, co- 
trustees; R.W. Bugbee Trustee No. 5; 
R.W. Bugbee Trust No. 6, Kathy M. 
Barrett, Terry R. Barrett and Douglas C. 
Spencer, co-trustees, all of which reside 
in Quinter, Kansas, to each acquire 6.26 
percent of the voting shares of Quinter 
Insurance Service, Inc., Quinter, Kansas, 
and thereby indirectly acquire First 
National Bank of Quinter, Quinter, 
Kansas. 

2. Frederick M. Hartley, Trustee for 
the Kelley J. Hartley Irrevocable Trust, 
Vinita, Oklahoma, to acquire an 
additional 1.5 percent of the voting 
shares of Oklahoma State Bancshares, 
Inc., Vinita, Oklahoma, for a total of 41.6 
percent, and thereby indirectly acquire 
Oklahoma State Bank and Trust 
Company, Vinita, Oklahoma. 

Board of Governors of the Federa} Reserve 
System, April 5, 1991. 

William W. Wiles, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc. 91-8577 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F 


Century South Banks, inc.; Application 
To Engage de novo in Permissible 
Nonbanking Activities 


The company listed in this notice has 
filed an application under § 225.23(a)(1) 
of the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR 
225.23(a)(1)) for the Board’s approval 
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation 
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to commence or to 
engage de novo, either directly or 
through a subsidiary, in a nonbanking 
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of 
Regulation Y as closely related to 
banking and permissible for bank 
holding companies. Unless otherwise 
noted, such activities will be conducted 
throughout the United States. 

The application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices.of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing on the 
question whether consummation of the 
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proposal can “reasonably be expected 
to produce benefits to the public, such 
as greater convenience, increased 
competition, or gains in efficiency, that 
outweigh possible adverse effects, such 
as undue concentration of resources, 
decreased or unfair competition, 
conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question must be 
accompanied by a statement of the 
reasons a written presentation would 
not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questiogs of 
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the 
evidence that would be presented at a 
hearing, and indicating how the party 
commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of the proposal. 

Comments regarding the application 
must be received at the Reserve Bank 
indicated or the offices of the Board of 
Governors not later than April 30, 1991. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104 
Marietta Street, NW., Atlanta, Georgia 
30303: 

1. Century South Banks, Inc., 
Dahlonega, Georgia; to engage de novo 
through its subsidiary, Century 
Processing, Inc., Dahlonega, Georgia, in 
data processing and transmission 
services pursuant to § 225.25(b)(7) of the 
Board's Regulation Y. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, April 5, 1991. 
William W. Wiles, . 
Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc. 91-8578 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F 


Univest Corp. of Pennsylvania, et al.; 
Formations of, Acquisitions by, and 
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies 


The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and 
§ 225.14 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Each application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the 
Board of Governors. Any comment on 
an application that requests a hearing 
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must include a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute 
and summarizing the evidence that 
would be presented at a hearing. 

Unless otherwise noted, comments 
regarding each of these applications 
must be received not later than April 30, 
1991. 

A. Federai Reserve Bank of 
Philadelphia (Thomas K. Desch, Vice 
President) 100 North 6th Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19105: 

1. Univest Corporation of 
Pennsylvania, Souderton, Pennsylvania; 
to acquire 100 percent of the voting 
shares of Pennview Savings Bank, 
Souderton, Pennsylvania, a de novo 
bank. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco (Kenneth R. Binning, Director, 
Bank Holding Company) 101 Market 
Street, San Francisco, California 94105: 

1. BOL Bancorp, Livermore, 
California; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Bank of Livermore, 
Livermore, California. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, April 5, 1991. 
William W. Wiles, 
Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 91-8579 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Office of the Secretary 


Interest Rate on Overdue Debts 


Section 30.13 of the Department of 
Health and Human Service's claims 
collection regulations (45 CFR part 30) 
provides that the Secretary shall charge 
an annual rate of interest as fixed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury after taking 
into consideration private consumer 
rates of interest prevailing on the date 
that HHS becomes entitled to recovery. 
The rate generally cannot be lower than 
the Department of Treasury’s current 
value of funds rate or the applicable rate 
determined from the “Schedule of 
Certified Interest Rates with Range of 
Maturities.” This rate may be revised 
quarterly by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and shall be published 
quarterly by the Department of Health 
and Human Services in the Federal 
Register. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has 
certified a rate of 15%% for the quarter 
ended March 31, 1991. This interest rate 
will remain in effect until such time as 


the Secretary of the Treasury notifies 
HHS of any change. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Dennis J. Ficher, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary, Finance. 
[FR Doc. 91-8585 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-41 


Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Administration 


Advisory Committee Meetings in May- 
June 


AGENCY: Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, HHS. 


ACTION: Notice of meetings. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agendas of the 
forthcoming meetings of the agency's 
advisory committees in the months of 
May-June 1991. 

The initial review committees and 
advisory councils will be performing 
review of applications for Federal 
assistance, and the Drug Testing 
Advisory Board, NIDA, will discuss 
issues regarding the laboratory 
certification programs. Therefore, 
portions of the meetings will be closed 
to the public as determined by the 
Administrator, ADAMHA, in 


_ accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) (2), (4) 


and (6) and 5 U.S.C. app. 2 10(d). 

Notice of these meetings is required 
under the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, Public Law 92-463. 


2 * * ® + 


Committee name: Drug Testing Advisory 
Board, NIDA. 

Date and time: May 8: 9 a.m. 

Place: Days Inn-Congressional Park, 
Georgetown Room, 1775 Rockville Pike, 
Rockville, MD 20857. - 

Status of meeting: Open—May 8: 9-9:30 
a.m. Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Donna Bush, room 9A-53, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857. 

Purpose: The Advisory Board is charged 
with improving the quality of laboratory 
services for forensic urine drug testing, 
assessing the science and technology used in 
urine drug analyses, improving the quality of 
laboratory services for drug testing, 
generating standards for laboratory 
certification for Federal workplace drug 
testing programs, and guiding national policy 
in these areas. 

Committee name: National Advisory 
Council on Drug Abuse, NIDA. 

Date and time: May 14-15: 9 a.m. 

Place: Bethesda Marriott, Congressional 
Room, 5151 Pooks Hill Road, Bethesda, MD 
20814. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 14: 9 a.m.—1 
p.m. and May 15: 9 a.m—3 p.m. Closed— 
Otherwise. 
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Contact: Sheila Harley Gardner, room 10- 
24, Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-9042. 

Purpose: The Advisory Board on Drug 
Abuse advises and makes recommendations 
to the Secretary, t of Health and 
Human Services, the Administrator, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration, and the Director, National 
Institute on Drug Abuse on the development 
of new initiatives and priorities and the 
efficient administration of drug abuse 
research, including prevention and treatment 
research, and research training. The Council 
also gives advice on policies and priorities 
for drug abuse grants and contracts, and 
reviews and makes final recommendations 
on grant applications. 


Committee name: National Advisory 
Mental Health Council, NIMH. 

Date and time: May 20-21: 9 a.m. 

Place: Parklawn Building, Conference 
Rooms G&H, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
MD 20857 on May 20; and National Institutes 
of Health, Building 31, Conference Room 10, 
9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD 20892 on 
May 21. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 21: § a.m.-5 
p.m. Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Jane Steinberg, Room 9-105, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-3367. 

: The National Advisory Mental 
Health Council advises the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, the 
Administrator, Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, and the 
Director, National Institute of Mental Health 
regarding policies and programs of the 
Department nt in the field of mental health. The 
Council reviews applications for grants-in-aid 
relating to research and training in the field 
of mental health and makes 
recommendations to the Secretary with 
respect to approval of applications for, and 
amount of, these grants. 


Committee name: National Advisory 
Council on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism, 
NIAAA. 

Date and time: May 23: 10:15 a.m., May 24: 
9 a.m. 

Place: National Institutes of Health, 
Building 1, Wilson Hall, 9000 Rockville Pike, 
Bethesda, MD 20892. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 23, 10:15 
a.m.-5 p.m. Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: James Vaughan, room 16C-290, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-4375. 

Purpose: The Council advises the 
Secretary, Department of Health and Human 
Services regarding policy direction and 
program issues of national significance in the 
area of alcohol abuse and alcoholism. 
Reviews all grant applications submitted, 
evaluates these applications in terms of 
scientific merit and adherence to Department 
policies, and makes recommendations to the 
Secretary with respect to approval and 
amount of award. 

Committee name: Clinical Program Projects 
and Clinical Research Centers Subcommittee 
of the Treatment Development and 
Assessment Research Review Committee, 
NIMH. 
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Date and time: May 23-24: 9 a.m. 

Place: r. Ween Hotel, 1400 M 
Street NW., Was m, DC 20036. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 23: 9-10 a.m. 

ed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Frances Smith, room 9C-02, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-4868. 

Purpose: The Subcommittee is charged 
with the initial review of applications for 
assistance from the National Institute of 
Mental Health for support of Mental Health 
Clinical Research Centers, clinical program 
projects, and other large-scale 
multidisciplinary research projects, and 
makes recommendations to the National 
Advisory Mental Health Council for final 
review. 


Committee name: Psychopathology and 
Clinical Biology Research Review Committee, 
NIMH. 


Date and time: May 29-31: 9 a.m. 

Place: The Hampshire Hotel, 1310 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, DC 
20036. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 29: 9-10 a.m. 
Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Maureen Eister, room 9C-08, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-1340. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with 
the initial review of applications for 
assistance from the National Institute of 
Mental Health for support of activities in the 
fields of research and research training 
activities in the areas of clinical 
psychopathology and clinical biology as they 
relate to mental health, with 
recommendations to the National Advisory 
Mental Health Council for final review. 


Committee name: Research Scientist 
Development Review Committee, NIMH. 

Date and time: May 29-31: 9 a.m. 

Place: The Holiday Inn, Chevy Chase, 5520 
Wisconsin Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD 20815. 

Status of meeting: Open—May 29: 9-10 a.m. 
Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Phyllis Artis, room 9C-15, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-6470. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with 
the initial review of applications for 
assistance from the National Institute of 
Mental Health for support of activities to 
develop and execute a program of Research 
Scientist and Research Scientist Development 
Awards to appropriate institutions for the 
support of individuals who are engaged full- 
time in research and related activities 
relevant to mental health, with 
recommendations to the National Advisory 
Mental Health Council for final review. 

Committee name: Psychobiology and 
Behavior Research Review Committee, 

NIMH 


Date and time: May 30-31: 9 a.m. 

Place: The River Inn, 924 25th Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20037. 

Gana of meeting: Open—May 30: 9-10 a.m. 
osed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Debra Woods, room 9C-26, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-3936. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with 
the initial review of applications for 
assistance from the National Institute of 


Mental Health for support of research and 
rese training activities relating to 
experimental and physiological psychology 
and comparative behavior, with 
recommendations to the National Advisory 
Mental Health Council for final review. 

Committee name: Biological and 
Neurosciences Subcommittee of the Mental 
Health Small Grant Review Committee, 
NIMH. 

Date and time: June 5-7: 8:30 a.m. 

Place: Wyndham Bristol Hotel, 2430 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, DC 
20037. 

Status of meeting: Open—June 5: 8:30-9:30 
a.m. Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Monica Woodfork, room 9C-05, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, (301) 443-4843. 

: The Committee is charged with 
the initial review of applications for research 
in all disciplines pertaining to mental health 
for support of research in the areas of 
psychology, psychiatry, the biological and 
neurosciences. 

Substantive information, summaries 
of the meetings, and rosters of 
committee members may be obtained as 
follows: Ms. Diana Widner, NIAAA 
Committee Management Officer, room 
16C-20, (301) 443-4375; Ms. Camilla 
Holland, NIDA Committee Management 
Officer, room 10-42, (301) 443-2755; Ms. 
Joanna Kieffer, NIMH Committee 
Management Officer, room 9~105, (301) 
443-4333. The mailing address for the 
above parties is: Parklawn Building, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 

Peggy W. Cockrill, 
Committee Management Officer, Alcohol, 


Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration. 


[FR Doc. 91-8549 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-20-M 


Mental Health Human Resource 
Development Program 


AGENCY: National Institute of Mental 
Health. 


ACTION: Notice of restricted eligibility 


and notice of request for applications. 


INTRODUCTION: This Request for 
Applications (RFA) is an updated 
reissuance of the FY 1990 RFA. 

Under the authority of section 303, 
Public Health Service Act, 42 USC 242a; 
42 CFR part 64a, the NIMH Human 
Resource Development (HRD) Program 
announces the availability of Mental 
Health Human Resource Development 
(HRD) grants to further the goal of 
developing a State mental health 
workforce necessary to implement the 
State Mental Health Services Plan Act 
of 1986 (title V of Pub. L. 99-660, as 
amended in 1990.). This Law requires 
States and Territories to plan and 
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implement community-based care for 
the seriously mentally ill. 

Under this RFA, the NIMH HRD 
program will award in FY 1991 two 
types of grants: (1) Individual State 
mental health HRD System 
Development grants; and (2) Centers for 
Mental Health HRD Knowledge 
Utilization for Community-Based Care. 
State Mental Health HRD System 
Development grants are awarded to 
States to assist in the development of 
the workforce required to implement the 
eight requirements of title V of Public 
Law 99-660. Centers for Mental Health 
HRD Knowledge Utilization are 
awarded to a consortium of five or more 
States to provide an environment where 
knowledge gaps concerning human 
resources are addressed by a group of 
States to provide the information 
necessary to successfully implement the 
HRD goals of title V in the States’ Public 
Law 99-660 Plans. 

NIMH is limiting potential applicants 
for grants under this announcement for 
the State Mental Health HRD System 
Development grants to State mental 
health authorities in coordination with 
universities, service agencies, and 
consumer groups. There are a number of 
reasons for the eligibility restriction. 
Since these State grants are for system 
development toward full implementation 
of a comprehensive, community-based 
system of care it is critical that the State 
mental health planning and financing 
authority be the entity that coordinates 
and performs these grant activities. The 
type of coordination necessary to align 
planning and human resource 
development activities can only occur at 
the State level. Only State departments 
of mental health that currently do not 
have a State HRD grant, or those who 
have a grant that is scheduled to 
terminate before work proposed under 
this application will commence, are 
eligible to apply for State Mental Health 
HRD System Development grants. 


Background 


The HRD Program is responsible for 
improving the ability of States to 
increase the capacity and competence of 
the State workforce responsible for the 
provision of mental health services to 
severely and persistently ill adults and 
children and youth, including a focus on 
services for the persistently mentally ill 
whose mental and emotional problems 
are co-morbid with substance abuse. 
The mental health workforce includes 
professionals and paraprofessionals, 
consumers, family advocates, case 
managers, and psychosocial 
rehabilitation specialists. 
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The HRD Program is an integral part 
of other NIMH programs oriented 
toward the improvement of community- 
based services including the Community 
Support Program (CSP), the Child and 
Adolescent Service System Program 
(CASSP), Mental Health Statistics 
Improvement Program (MHSIP), and the 
Protection and Advocacy (P&A) 
Program. Grantees in these other 
programs are encouraged to apply for 
mental health HRD System 
Development grants to support HRD 
related functions. 


Purpose 


Support is provided under two types 
of grants to enhance the ability of States 
to fully implement the workforce 
requirements established by State plans 
developed under title V of Public Law 
99-660. Applicants may address one or 
more of the following types of broadly 
conceived project activities in a grant 
proposal. Additional project activities 
not listed here may also be appropriate 
for project proposals, depending upon 
the needs of a given State, or consortium 
of States: 

(1) Engaging academic institutions, 
including historically Black colleges and 
universities, and other training 
organizations (e.g. vocational schools), 
as significant partners in improving the 
competence of the mental health 
services workforce; in designing, 
implementing, and evaluating 
demonstrations of alternative human 
resource development strategies; and in 
developing or improving collaboration 
with the NIMH Public/Academic 
Liaison Program. 

(2) Contributing to improve State and 
local CSP and CASSP programs, and 
programs for other special populations 
through strenthening their human 
resource development capacity to 
provide adequate support for a 
community-based system of care. 

(3) Improving management training for 
mental health State and community- 
level administrators, clinical program 
managers and leaders, and consumers in 
the mental health workforce. 

(4) Promoting the development, 
training,.and retraining of mental health 
professionals and paraprofessionals 
who provide case-management and 
psychosocial rehabilitation services, and 
for other types of community-based 
services. 

(5) Promoting the value of diversity in 
the workforce through increased 
recruitment, training and education, and 
career development strategies for 
consumers, women, and those with 
multicultural backgrounds and those 
with physical disabilities. 


(6) Addressing the special needs of 
mental health service providers in rural 
areas, and those who are displaced and 
may require retraining and development 
of new careers as a result of the 
implementation of a community-based 
system of care. 

(7) Developing systems of knowledge 
exchange toward improved 
dissemination and program adoption of 
validated “best practices” and research 
findings with HRD relevance. 


Eligibility 


State Mental Health HRD System 
Development Grants: Only State 
departments of mental health that 
currently do not have a HRD grant, or 
those who have a grant that is 
scheduled to terminate before proposed 
work under this application will 
commence, are eligible to apply for State 
Mental Health HRD System 
Development grants. States may receive 
only one Mental Health HRD System 
Development grant for a given time 
period. A State Department of Mental 
Health may apply in coordination with 
universities, service agencies, and 
consumer groups, but the State mental 
health authority is the grant applicant. 

There are a number of reasons for this 
eligibility restriction. Since these grants 
are for system development toward the 
full implementation of a comprehensive, 
community-based system of care it is 
critical that the State mental health 
planning and financing authority be the 
entity that coordinates and performs 
these grant activities. The type of 
coordination necessary to align planning 
and human resource development 
activities can only occur at the State 
level. In addition, if this community- 
based system of care is to continue to 
function effectively after Federal 
funding has ceased, it is probable that 
the sources of future funding will be 
provided and coordinated by the State 
mental health agency. 

Centers for Mental Health HRD 
Knowledge Utilization: Any State, 
public or private nonprofit organization 
is eligible to apply for a grant to 
establish a Center. Applications must 
have letters of support that detail the 
kinds of commitments (direct financial 
support or in-kind support) that each 
participating State will make to the 
Center from the State mental health 
authority of each participating State. In 
the application for a Center, no less than 
five States shall be included in the 
application. 


Availability of Funds 


State Mental Health HRD System 
Development Grants: It is expected that 
approximately $800,000 to $1,000,000 will 
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become available for new awards for 
State Mental Health HRD System 
Development grants in fiscal year 1991 
and approximately 8-10 awards will be 
made. The maximum level of support for 
a State Mental Health HRD Systems 
Development grant is $125,000 per year 
of grant support. 

Centers for Mental Health HRD 
Knowledge Utilization: It is expected 
that approximately $500,000 will hecome 
available for new awards under the 
terms of this RFA in fiscal year 1991, 
and approximately two awards will be 
made. The maximum level of support for 
a Center is $250,000 per year of grant 
support. - 


Program Requirements for a State 
Mental Health HRD Systems 
Development Proposal 


In fiscal year 1991, applications for 
new grants will be accepted for State 
Mental Health HRD System 
Development grants. Grant supported 
activities may include workforce 
management issues, mental health 
administration, education and training, 
planning and evaluation, and/or public/ 
academic linkages. 

Each State Mental Health HRD 
System Development proposal must 
contail plans for developing a system for 
engaging in public academic linkages for * 
all levels of training and education, from 
linkages with vocational schools to 
linkages with graduate schools. 
Committees or Task Forces must be 
proposed to provide oversight for this 
system of linkages that includes 
representatives from the public agency, 
from academia and trade schools, from 
consumer and family groups, and from 
public and private providers. 

These proposals should be organized 
around a concrete description of what is 
currently happening in the State mental 
health system in a given State—its 
strengths, weaknesses, problems, and 
potential opportunities within a 
historical context of the State system. A 
compelling rationale should be 
developed as to why this proposal has 
been developed, why it is timely now, 
and what is the precise nature of its 
relationship to title V State Public Law 
99-660 plan. The proposal should be 
goal oriented and time limited, and it 
should outline a set of problem solving 
activities that are due for completion by 
the end of the project period. 

A plan for “knowledge transfer and 
utilization” for relevant stakeholder 
audiences of the models, strategies, and 
findings developed by the project must 
be included. An evaluation strategy for 
both a formative and an outcome 
oriented project evaluation must be 
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included. In addition, a plan must be 
included for feedback of evaluation 
findings into the improvement of 
ongoing project operations. A plan for 
coordination and collaboration with 
other appropriate NIMH services 
support programs must be included, 
such as CSP, CASSP, MHSIP, and P&A. 
Evidence of support must be provided 
for all of the relevant agencies/ parties 
whose participation is necessary for 
achieving project goals. 

For whatever activities are proposed 
by a given State, evidence must be 
provided as to how initiatives of the 
type being proposed have fared in the 
past if they have been tried elsewhere, 
i.e., their track record both within a 
given State and on a national basis. The 
Technical Assistance Inventory 
maintained by the WICHE Mental 
Health Program in Boulder, Colorado 
serves as an excellent starting point for 
identifying and gathering information of 
this type on a national basis. 

Examples of the categories of 
activities for which support may be 
sought are as follows: 

(1) Planning and Evaluation: The 
planning and evaluation function is one 
which introduces human resource 
development issues and strategies into 
the development and implementation of 
services plans (such as the Title V Pub. 
L. 99-660 Plan) and into the policy 
making processes of the State mental 
health agency. It should continuously 
identify mental health human resource 
development issues and strategies 
within the State mental health services 
system, develop options to address 
these, and evaluate the strength of these 
options. Development of HRD data 
systems, needs assessments, and 
workforce projections may be 
supported. 

(2) Workforce Management: includes 
the process of efficiently and effectively 
acquiring, using, training, and retraining 
mental health human resources in the 
State mental health service system, with 
a special priority on workforce 
management in community based 
settings. Recruitment, distribution, 
utilization, retention, and redeployment 
activities may be addressed. 

(3) Education and Training: 
Educational activities that are 
specifically focused and time limited at 
every level of training, i.e. from 
establishing basic competencies to 
graduate work. Support is for short-term 
developmental purposes, with an 
emphasis on the development of 
innovative models or systems for 
delivering the training that can be 
readily adopted in other settings. 
Education and training activities for 
which support is requiested must be 


directed toward public services that are 
community based, and for working with 
the priority populations in Public Law 
99-660. Long term or maintenance 
support for education and training 
efforts developed as a result of a HRD 
grant must be assumed by the State or 
by other education and training entities 
after development and pilot testing. 
Development of academic linkages and 
various types of curriculum may be 
supported. 


Program Requirements for Centers for 
Mental Health Knowledge Utilization 
Proposals 


In FY 1991, grants will be awarded to 
develop, implement, and evaluate 
Centers for Mental Health HRD 
Knowledge Utilization to facilitate the 
participating States’ capability to 
develop a program of human resource 
development activities that is 
responsive to the requirements of title V 
of Public Law 99-660, and its 
amendments. These Centers will 
accomplish their goal through the 
performance of four functions: (1) 
Assessment of the HRD needs 
represented in the Title V of Public Law 
99-660 Plans shared across the States 
participating in a given Center; (2) 
development of innovative systems of 
delivering knowledge, training, and 
technical assistance linked to these 
needs; (3) identification, dissemination, 
and planned change consultation 
regarding research findings pertinent to 
human resource development and “best 
practices” related to these needs; and 
(4) stimulation of human resource 
leadership development programs for 
mental health managers within the 
States participating in a given Center. 

The model for the Centers has been 
developed out of the patterns of 
practices that have been employed by 
the HRD multi-state projects that have 
been supported for the past five years. 
Each of the multi-state projects has 
successfully performed one or more of 
these functions in relation to clearly 
demonstrated needs. It is from these 
individual examples that the model for 
the Centers for Mental Health HRD 
Knowledge Utilization has been built. 
The Centers will combine these 
functions as a systematic process to 
improve human resource development 
knowledge transfer and utilization 
toward the implementation of a 
comprehensive community-based 
system of mental health services 
delivery. 

The application should address how 
the following functions will be 
developed, implemented, and evaluated: 

1. Method(s) to periodically assess 
needs for knowledge, training, and 
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technical assistance in the participating 
States vis a vis ongoing human resource 
development activities. 

2. Method(s) to screen emerging 
research findings in relation to the needs 
that have been identified and for 
developing these into “knowledge 
packages” in useful formats. 

3. System for identifying exemplary or 
“best practices” relevant to the needs 
that have been identified, including 
selection criteria and a method for data 
collection and evaluation related to the 
selection criteria. 

4. Strategy to determine the priority of 
these needs, and methods to follow 
through on how these needs are to be 
met (e.g. training, on-site technical 
assistance, teleconferencing, putting 
together a “knowledge package”, 
consultation to facilitate the adoption/ 
adaptation of exemplary programs or 
best practices). 

5. Mechanism(s) to periodically 
exchange information gathered by the 
Center on a timely basis with 
participating States. 

6. System to select, orient, and 
periodically evaluate the effectiveness 
of a cadre of consultants in the areas 
identified in the needs assessment, who 
are also familiar with planned change 
consultation techniques. 

7. System to provide technical 
assistance to requesting potential 
adopter organization through 
demonstrations, training materials, and 
on-site consultation. 

8. Center HRD database that is related 
to other databases, such as MHSIP, and 
that serves the HRD needs of related 
programs such as CSP, CASSP, PAL, and 
P&A. 

9. System for indentifying, selecting, 
and providing management training for 
promising State and local mental health 
administrators. 

10. System of public/academic 
linkages through the Center for serving 
education and training needs at the pre- 
service and in-service levels for the 
variety of specialized workforce groups 
represented in the Center participating 
States. 

11. Plan of evaluation that will help to 
determine if the Center is reaching its 
outcome goals, and that will help to 
identify problems that need to be further 
addressed. 

In addition to addressing each one of 
these functions, given that there will be 
a range of intensity and percentage of 
effort for each function, applicants shail 
present an overall strategic plan for how 
this is to be accomplished, in what 
sequence, and toward what outcomes or 
goals. This strategic plan should include, 
to the extent feasible and practical, each 
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of the requirements of Public Law 99- 
660, and present an outline of how 
technical assistance for each of the eight 
requirements will be provide. Each 
applicant will designate two of these 
requirements as their special area of in- 
depth expertise, based on their review 
of the Public Law 99-660 plans for their 
participants. For these two areas, each 
applicant will outline how it will 
function as a resource, both to 
participants and nationally. 


Application Procedures 


All applicants should use application 
form number PHS 5161-1 (revised 11/88) 
to request support for Human Resource 
Development activities described in this 
RFA. The title of this RFA “Mental 
Health Human Resource Development 
Program” should be typed in Item 10 on 
the face page of form 5161-1. 
Applications must be complete and 
contain all information needed for the 
initial review group (IRG) and Advisory 
Council review. No addenda will be 
accepted after submission unless 
specially requested by the Executive 
Secretary of the IRG. 

Application kits containing 
instructions for completing the PHS- 
5161-1 may be obtained from the 
Systems Development and Community 
Support Branch at the address listed 
below: Sestems Development and 
Communhy Support Branch, Systems 
Development and Planning Section, 
room 11C-23, Parklawn Building, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

When applications are completed, the 
title of the RFA for which the proposal 
has been developed must be clearly 
stated on the return envelope. 


Application Requirements 


Each proposal should be limited to 20 
single-spaced pages with a limitation on 
type size of no more than 15 characters 
to an inch, and six lines to an inch. The 
narrative section of 20 pages should 
include the elements outlined below: 
Table of Contents; abstract; title V of 
Public Law 99-660/HRD Summary; 
Strategic Plan; Workplan; Network Plan; 
Public/ Academic Linkages Plan; and 
Evaluation. 

¢ Table of Contents: A clear 
delineation of the major areas of the 
narrative section of the application, 
subsections of major areas, and 
appendices. 

¢ Abstract: Not to exceed one-half 
page of the program narrative 
containing, at least, a description of the 
major goals and anticipated outcomes 
for this project, an overall strategic plan 
tor the full project period, proposed 
approach for addressing each of the 
project goals, proposed evaluation plan 


for assessing outcomes, for evaluation 
feedback, for engaging in knowledge 
transfer and utilization activities. 

¢ Title V of Public Law 98-660/HRD 
Summary: A concise overview of what 
the workforce issues and plans are in 
the Public Law 99-860 State plan(s) and 
the HRD implications of these, including 
which of these the project intends to 
address. 

¢ Strategic Plan: Including the overall 
quantifiable/measurable short- and 
long-term goals and specific objectives, 
the environmental conditions and 
opportunities that form the basis for this 
proposal, and how the impact of the 
project will be evaluated. 

¢ Workplan: A detailed description of 
the approaches to be used in addressing 
project goals, responsible personnel, a 
detailed timeline for task 
accomplishment, a listing of proposed 
products to be developed during the 
course of the project. 

¢ Network Plan: A description of how 
coordination with the other appropriate 
NIMH services related programs, such 
as CSP, CASSP, MHSIP, and P&A will 
be establish and maintained, and for 
each of the key constituents that will 
have a role in the project life cycle. 

¢ Evaluation: A description of the 
approach that will be used to assess 
project outcomes related to the goals 
and objectives and the level of 
accomplishment for each of these goals 
and objectives (with use of qualitative 
and quantitative methods), and a plan 
for a formative evaluation. 

The following information on budget, 
job description, and supportive 
documentation is also requested, but it 
may be included in the appendices: 

¢ Budget: A detailed narrative 
description and justification of the 
proposed budget; information about 


support (financial or in-kind) that will be 


provided by other sources concurrent 
with grant funds. 

¢ Job Descriptions: All key project 
positions, and how they will relate to 
one another and to State Public Law 99- 
660 personnel, including a proposed 
table of organization. 

© Supportive Documentation: 
Evidence that the climate and 
environment are conducive to the 
accomplishment of project goals, and 
letters of support that clearly state for 
what and how support will be given or 
how action will be taken on behalf of © 
the project. 


Review of Applications 


A dual review system is used to 
insure expert and objective review of 
the quality of applications. The first 
step, peer review for technical merit, is 
primarily by non-Federal experts 
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comprising the IRG. The final review is 
by the National Advisory Mental Health 
Council. Only applications 
recommended for approval by Council 
may be considered for funding. 
Summaries of IRG recommendations are 
sent to applicants following completion 
of the IRG review. 


Review Criteria 


Each grant application is evaluated on 
its own merits. The following criteria are 
used in the initial review: 

1. Strength of the “goodness of fit” 
between the proposed project outcomes, 
goals, and objectives with the workforce 
plans contained in the State(s) Title V 
Public Law 99-660 Plan. ; 

2. The comprehensiveness and 
— practicability of the strategic 
plan. 

3. Appropriateness, feasibility, and 
cumulative track record of the methods, 
activities, and overall approach 
proposed for implementation. 

4. The quality of the evaluation plan 
for assessing levels of accomplishment 
of project outcomes and specific 
achievement of goals and objectives, 
and for the feedback of findings to 
improve ongoing project operations. 

5. The appropriateness and 
thoroughness of the plan for establishing 
and maintaining linkages with the 
various constituencies that will be 
involved in building a human resource 
development network. 

6. Background and competence of 
project staff in the proposed areas of 
work. 

7. Evidence of strong commitment and 
support from the State mental health 
authority(ies). 

8. Appropriateness and suitability of 
proposed budget, facilities, and working 
conditions to support the project. 

9. (For Center appllicants only): 
Strength/thoroughness of means of 
ensuring that each participating State 
has equitable access to and use of the 
Center technical and financial 
resources. 


Receipt and Review Schedule 


National 


‘mental 


tion review health 
council 
“ 
1991. 


Applications received after the above 
receipt date will not be reviewed and’ 
will be returned to the applicant without 
review. The original and two (2) copies 
of the application should be submitted 


Initial 
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to: Division of Research Grants, NIH, 
Westwood Building, room 240, 5333 
Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892. ! ; 

Because of the short time available for 
initial and Council review, it is 
suggested that an additional copy be 
sent directly to: Division of Extramural 
Activities, National Institute of Mental 
Health, 5600 Fishers Lane, room 9C-15, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, Attention: 
Edna M. Hardy-Hill. 


Terms and Conditions of Support 


Grants are awarded directly to 
eligible applicants. Funds may be used 
only for those expenses that are directly 
related and necessary to carry out the 
project, including both direct and 
allowable indirect costs. Funds must be 
expended in conformance with the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services cost principles, the Public 
Health Service Grants Policy Statement 
(revised 10/90 and conditions set forth 
in this document and on the Notice of 
Award. Title 45 CFR part 74 and 92, 
general requirements concerning 
administration of grants, are applicable 
to these awards, 


Period of Support 
State Mental Health HRD System 


Development Grants: Support may be 
requested for up to 3 years for HRD 
System Development grants. 

Centers for Mental Health HRD 
Knowledge Utilization: Support may be 
requested for up to 5 years for Center 
grants. 

Stipends are not available under 
either grant program. 


Award Criteria 


¢ Quality of the proposed project. 

e Evidence of input and support from 
the various agencies/constituencies 
involved in project implementation. 

¢ Evidence of coordination with and 
support from other NIMH related 
projects such as CSP, CASSP, MHSIP 
and P&A. 

© Geographic distribution. 

* Degree to which the proposed 
project will facilitate the movement 
toward a comprehensive community 
based system of care. 

¢ Availability of funds. 


Further Information 


Appliclants are encouraged to discuss 
their planned proposal prior to 
submitting a formal grant application. 
Inquiries should be directed to: Susan 
Salasin, Director, State Human Resource 
Development Program, or Maury 


‘If the application is sent via overnight mail, the 
zip code to be used is 20816. 


Lieberman, Chief, Systems Development 
and Planning Section, Systems 
Development and Community Support 
Branch, Division of Applied and 
Services Research, National Institute of 
Mental Health, 5600 Fishers Lane, room 
11C-23, Parklawn Building, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, telephone: (301) 443- 
4257. 


(The Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number for this program is 93.244.) 


Joseph R. Leone, 

Associate Administrator for Management, 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 91-8460 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4160-20-M 


National Institutes of Health 


National Biotechnology Policy Board; 
Meeting 


Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
National Biotechnology Policy Board on 
April 29, 1991. The meeting will be held 
at the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH), Building 31C, Conference Room 6, 
9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892, starting at approximately 9 a.m. 
to adjournment at approximately 5 p.m. 
The meeting will be open to the public. 

The Board will discuss the various 
programs of the Federal government 
relating to biotechnology including the 
type of biotechnology-related research, 
research training, and career 
development activities. The Board may 
consider nonconfidential, privately- 
funded biotechnology activities 
including both basic and applied 
research and the development of 
commercial biotechnology-related 
industries and products. 

In order to more accurately assess the 
state of the biotechnology effort in the 
U.S., it is planned that the National 
Biotechnology Policy Board will hold 
two public hearings in the Fall of 1991. 
These hearings will be for the expressed 
purpose of soliciting testimony from 
industry representatives and other 
interested parties. To refine the focus of 
these hearings, members of the National 
Biotechnology Policy Board will form 
working groups at the meeting of April 
29 to develop a list of specific agenda 
items. The completed agenda will be 
published in the Federal Register well in 
advance of the hearing dates. 

Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. Members of 
the public wishing to speak at this 
meeting may be given such opportunity 
at the discretion of the Chair. 

Dr. Nelson A. Wivel, Director, Office 
of Recombinant DNA Activities, 
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National Institutes of Health, Building 
31, room 4B11, Bethesda, Maryland 
20892, telephone (301) 496-9838, fax 
(301) 496-9839, will provide materials to 
be discussed at this meeting, roster of 
committee members, and substantive 
program information. A summary of the 
meeting will be available at a later date. 

OMB’s “Mandatory Information 
Requirements for Federal Assistance 
Program Announcements” (45 FR 39592, 
June 11, 1980) requires a statement 
concerning the official government 
programs contained in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance. Normally 
NIH lists in its announcements the 
number and title of affected individual 
programs for the guidance of the public. 
Because the guidance in this notice 
covers not only virtually every NIH 
program but also essentially every 
Federal research program in which 
biotechnology could be included, it has 
been determined not to be cost effective 
or in the public interest to attempt to list 
these programs. Such a list would likely 
require several additional pages. In lieu 
of the individual program listing, NIH 
invites readers to direct questions to the 
information address above about 
whether individual programs listed in 
the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance are affected. 

Dated: April 4, 1991. 
Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 91-8482 Filed 4—10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 


National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases; Meeting of AIDS 
Liaison Subcommittee of the AIDS 
Research Advisory Committee, NIAID 


Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
AIDS Liaison Subcommittee of the AIDS 
Research Advisory Committee, National 
Institute of Allergy and Infectious 
Diseases, on May 21, 1991, at the 
Embassy Suites Hotel, 4300 Military 
Road, NW., Washington, DC 20015. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 8 a.m. until adjournment on 
May 21. The subcommittee will discuss 
the-mission and directions of the 
Division of AIDS (DAIDS) providing 
input and broad programmatic advice on 
the DAIDS extramural program with 
respect to basic and clinical research. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

Ms. Patricia Randall, Office of 
Reporting and Public Response, 
National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases, Building 31, room 
7A32, National Institutes of Health, 
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Bethesda, Maryland 20892, telephone 
(301-496-5717} will provide a summary 
of the meeting and a roster of the 
committee members upon request. 

Ms. Jean Noe, Executive Secretary, 
AIDS Research Advisory Committee, 
DAIDS, NIAID, NIH, Control Data 
Building, room 201N, 6003 Executive 
Boulevard, Rockville, Maryland 20892, 
telephone (301-496-0545) will provide 
substantive program information. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.855 Pharmacological 
Sciences; 13.856, Microbiology and Infectious 
Diseases Research, National Institute of 
Health) 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 
Betty J. Beveridge, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 
[FR Doc. 91-8483 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4140-01-M 


Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Health 


President’s Council on Physical 
Fitness and Sports 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Health, HHS. 


ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
forthcoming meeting of the President's 
Council on Physical Fitness and Sports. 
This notice also describes the functions 
of the Council. Notice of this meeting is 
required under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. 

DATE: April 30, 1991—8:30 a.m.—4 p.m. 
aporess: The Willard Inter-Continental, 
1401 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 
Washington, DC 20004. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wilmer D. Mizell, Executive Director, 
President's Council on Physical Fitness 
and Sports, 450 5th Street, NW., suite 
7103, Washington, DC, 202/272-3421. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
President's Council on Physical Fitness 
and Sports operates under Executive 
Order 12345, and subsequent orders. The 
functions of the Council are: (1) To 
advise the President and Secretary 
concerning progress made in carrying 
out the provisions of the Executive 
Order and recommending to the 
President and Secretary, as necessary, 
actions to accelerate progress; (2} advise 
the Secretary on matters pertaining to 
the ways and means of enhancing 
opportunities for participation in 
physical fitness and sports actions to 
extend and improve physical activity 
programs and services; (3} advise the 
Secretary on State, local, and private 


actions to extend and improve physical 
activity programs and services. 

The Council will hold this meeting to 
apprise the members of the national 
program of physical fitness and sports, 
to report on ongoing Council programs, 
and to plan for future directions. 

Dated: April 8, 1991. 

Wilmer D. Mizell, 

Executive Director, President’s Council on 
Physical Fitness and Sports. 

[FR Doc. 91-8474 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-17-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 


Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report; California 


AGENCY: Department of the Interior, 
Bureau of Land Management, Susanville 
District Office, Susanville, California. 
ACTION: Notice of availability of draft 
environmental impact statement/ 
environmental impact report (EIS/EIR) 
on the Hayden Hill Mine Plan of 
Operation; Alturas Resource Area, 
California. 


SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land 
Management with the USDA—Forest 
Service as a cooperating agency, and 
Lassen County, California have 
prepared a draft combined EIS/EIR for 
the proposed open pit gold mine 
operation located in the Hayden Hill 
area of the Alturas Resource Area, 
Susanville District, California. The Lead 
Federal Agency is the Susanville District 
of the Bureau of Land Management. In 
accordance with regulations (40 CFR 
part 1503), the agency invites written 
comments on this draft EIS. 

Copies of the Draft EIS/EIR have been 
distributed to known interested parties. 
Public reading copies are available at 
the Susanville, Alturas, Adin, and Beiber 
public libraries and at the following 
BLM offices: 

¢ Bureau of Land Management, 
Susanville District Office, 705 Hall 
Street, Susanville, California 96130 

© Bureau of Land Management, 
Alturas Area Office, 608 West 17th 
Street, Alturas, California 

¢ Bureau of Land Management, 
California State Office, Public 
Information Section, 2800 Cottage Street, 
Rm. 2807, Sacramento, California 

¢ Bureau of Land Management, 
Redding Resource Area, 355 Hemstead 
Drive, Redding, California. 

DATES: Comments on the Draft EIS must 
be received by May 27, 1991. 
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ADDRESSES: Submit written comments 
and suggestions concerning the Draft 
EIS to Joe Wagner, Acting Area 
Manager, Alturas Resource Area, 608 
West 12th Street, Alturas, CA 96101. 


MEETINGS: There will be two public 
meetings held on the Draft EIS/EIR at 
the follawing: 

May 1, 1991—6 p.m. 

Supervisors Chambers, Lassen 
County, Administration Bldg., 707 
Nevada Street, Susanville, 
California. 

May 2, 1991—6 p.m. 

Adin Community Center, Highway 

299, Adin, California. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Direct questions about the proposed 
action and environmental impact _ 
statement to Joe Wagner, Acting Area 
Manager, Alturas Resource Area, 608 
West 12th Street, Alturas, CA 96101 or 
phone (916) 233-4666. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Lassen 
Gold Mining, Inc. (formerly Hayden Hill 
Operating Company), a subsidiary of 
Amax Gold Inc. has filed a plan of 
operation with the Bureau of Land 
Management, for an open pit gold mine 
in the Hayden Hill area of Lassen 
County, California. The project is - 
located approximately 50 miles _ 
northwest of Susanville, California. 
Approximately 950 acres will be directly 
impacted. The draft EIS/EIR was 
prepared to meet both CEQA and NEPA 
requirements. The draft EIS/EIR 
addresses alternatives and their 
anticipated environmental impacts of an 
open pit, waste rock dump site, 
processing plants, heap leach systems, 
mill and tailing ponds, gold recovery 
processing plant and anciliary facilities 
and access roads. The project is located 
primarily on private and BLM 
administered lands. Access and some 
ancillary facilities will be on Forest 
Service administered lands in part. 

The comment period on the draft 
environmental impact statement will be 
45 days from the date the Environmental 
Protection agency's notice of availability 
appears in the FR. To be most helpful, 
comments on the Draft EIS/EIR should 
be as specific as possible and may 
address the adequacy of the statement 
or the merits of the alternatives 
discussed. 

After the comment period ends on the 
Draft EIS/EIR, the comments will be 
analyzed and considered by the 
agencies in preparing the final 
environmental impact statement. The 
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final EIS/EIR is scheduled to be 
completed by August 1991. 

Robert J. Sherve, 

Acting, District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 91-8548 Filed 4-10-01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M ; 


[INV-050-91-4340-09] 


Clark County Regional Flood Control 
District Master Plan 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of availability of final 
environmental impact statement on the 
Clark County Regional Flood Control 
District Master Plan. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 102[2){c) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, notice is hereby given that 
the Bureau of Land Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior, in 
cooperation with the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, has prepared, by a third party 
contractor, a Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) on the Clark 
County Regional Flood Control District 
Master Plan in southern Nevada, and 
has made copies of the document 
available to the public. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments received on the Draft EIS 
were carefully considered and, as 
appropriate, have been incorporated 
into the FEIS. This FEIS focuses on an 
area of about 984 square miles in 
southern Nevada, including portions of 
Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, Boulder 
City, Henderson and unincorporated 
portions of Clark County. 

In recent years Clark County has 
become one of the fastest growing urban 
centers in the United States. This 
growth, estimated at 4,000 new residents 
per month, has resulted in increased loss 
of life and property during flash flood 
events, as development has taken place 
in historical flood plains and alluvial 
fans. Increased loss of life and property 
is expected to continue unless efforts 
are made to control flood flows. 

Historically, individual communities 
and development interests have 
prepared their own flood control plans 
and financed the cost of construction 
through local bond issues or costs 
passed on by developers as part of new 
construction costs. As a result, planning 
efforts to control flood flows were 
fragmented and without reference to a 
single comprehensive plan. 

Because the historical process of 
piecemeal installation of flood control 
facilities to protect individual 


developments has not been effective in 

ntrolling flooding problems, the 
Nevada Legislature passed AB 169 in 
1985 establishing the Clark County 
Regional Flood Control District to 
implement a regional flood control 
planning effort. 

The principal objective of the master 
plan is to provide for the long-term 
improvement in public safety and 
property damage protection from 
flooding events by guiding the siting, 
design and installation of flood control 
facilities to promote the effective 
function of the entire system. 

This document analyzes the potential 
environmental impacts associated with 
the long-term flood control master plan 
on a programmatic basis, and includes a 
project-specific analysis of facilities 
proposed in the Flood Control District's 
10-year construction plan. A procedure 
for accomplishing project-specific 
reviews of future changes in the 10-year 
plan and subsequent proposals is also 
included. 


ADDRESSES: A copy of the FEIS can be 
obtained from: District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 26569, 
Las Vegas, NV 89126. 

In addition to the Bureau of Land 
Management District Office in Las 
Vegas, the FEIS is also available for 
inspection at the following locations: 
Bureau of Land Management, Nevada 
State Office, Reno, Nevada; Clark 
County Regional Flood Control District, 
Las Vegas, Nevada; Clark County 
Library, Las Vegas, Nevada; Las Vegas 
Library, Las Vegas, Nevada; North Las 
Vegas Library, North Las Vegas, 
Nevada; Sunrise Library, Las Vegas, 
Nevada; University of Nevada-Las 
Vegas, James R. Dickinson Library, Las 
Vegas, Nevada; West Las Vegas Library, 
Las Vegas, Nevada; Spring Valley 
Library, Las Vegas, Nevada; Rainbow 
Library, Las Vegas, Nevada; State of 
Nevada Library, Carson City, Nevada; 
Green Valley Library, Henderson, 
Nevada; Charleston Heights Library, Las 
Vegas, Nevada; and the U.S. Department 
of the Interior, Natural Resources 
Library, Washington, DC. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donn Siebert, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 26569, Las Vegas, 
NV 89126, (702) 647-5000. 

A copy of the FEIS has been sent to 
all individuals, agencies and groups who 
have expressed interest in the Clark 
County Regional Flood Control District 
Environmental Impact Statement 
process, and a limited number of copies 
are available upon request from the 
District Manager at the above address. 


Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Bill R. Templeton, 
State Director, Nevada. 
[FR Doc. 91-8502 Filed 4-10-01; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-HC-M 


[OR-050-44 10-10; GP 1-179] 


Prineville District Advisory Council 
Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the Prineville District 
Advisory Council will be held on May 
30, 1991. The meeting will begin at 10:00 
a.m. at the Cinnabar restaurant located 
at 123 East Third Street, Prineville, 
Oregon 97754. The agenda will include 
the following items: (1) Discussion of the 
Draft Lower Deschutes River 
Management Plan; (2) implementation of 
the Omnibus Wild and Scenic River 
legislation on other rivers within the 
Prineville District; and (Bs an update on 
the range management and riparian 


programs. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Anyone wishing to attend and/or make 
written or oral comments to the Board is 
requested to contact the District 
Manager at the above address prior to 
May 15, 1991. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for review and 
reproduction within 30 days following 
the meeting. 

Dated: April 1, 1991. 

Donald L. Smith, 

Acting District Manger. 

[FR Doc. 91-8546 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 5810-33-™ 


[WO-250-4370-02] 


Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Board; 
Meeting 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of meeting of the wild 
horse and burro advisory board. 


summany: Notice is hereby given that 
the Wild Horse and Burro Advisory 
Board will meet in Pueblo, Colorado, 
May 13-15, 1991. On May 13 at 8 a.m., 
the Board will depart the Holiday Inn, 
4001, North Elizabeth, Pueblo, Colorado, 
for a tour of the prison wild horse 
training center at Canon City, Colorado. 
The Board will meet at the Holiday Inn 
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on May 13 from 2 p.m. to 5 p.m., on May 
14 from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., and on May 15 
from 8 a.m. to 3 p.m. 

DATES: May 13-15, 1991. 


ADDRESSES: Director (250), Bureau of 
Land Management, Premier Building— 
room 901, 1849 C Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20240. 


SCHEDULE OR SUBMIT TESTIMONY, 
CONTACT: John S. Boyles, Chief, Division 
of Wild Horses and Burros, at the above 
address: telephone (202) 653-9215. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of the Board is to advise the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Director, 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the Chief, 
Forest Service, on matters pertaining to 
management and protection of wild free- 
roaming horses and burros on the 
Nation's public lands. At this meeting, 
the Board will focus on the issues of 
sanctuaries, prison training, structured 
herd management, age/sex 
manipulation, fertility contro-, 
monitoring, marketing, and professional 
’ education for wild horse and burrow 
specialists. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Members of the public may make 
oral statements to the Board on May 14, 
1991, starting at 1 p.m. Persons wishing 
to make statements should notify the 
BLM at the address or telephone number 
given above by April 30, 1991, so that 
time can be scheduled for their 
presentations. Depending on the number 
of speakers, it may be necessary to limit 
the length of each presentation. 
Speakers should address specific wild 
horse and burro issues related to the 
topics listed above. Speakers must 
submit a written copy of their testimony 
to the address given above or bring a 
writien copy to the meeting. Persons 
who wish to provide testimony but who 
are unable to attend the meeting may 
submit a written statement to the 
address above. 

3 The proposed agenda for the meeting 
is: 
Monday, May 13: Morning: Board 
departs Holiday Inn at 8 a.m. for tour of 
prison wild horse training program at 
Canon City, Colorado; lunch in Canon 
City; return to Holiday Inn at 1:30 p.m. 

Afternoon: Subcommittee reports for 
Board members; acceptance of minutes 
from meeting of February 4~7, 1991. 

Tuesday, May 14: Morning: 
Continuation of subcommittee reports. 

Afternoon: Public comments; Board 
recommendations on active issues: 
Nellis, South Dakota sanctuary, prison 
ne. euthanasia of old, sick, and 

ame. 


Wednesday, May 15: Morning: Board 
recommendations on emerging issues: 
structured herd management, age/sex 
manipulation, reproductive suppression 
techniques, monitoring policies, 
euthanasia for unadopted animals. 

Afternoon: Continuation of Board 


‘recommendations on emerging issues: 


professional education, marketing, 
establishment of Great Basin Wild 
Horse and Burro Center; planning for 
next meeting. 

Cy Jamison, 

Director, Bureau of Land Management. 
[FR Doc. 91-8557 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[WY-920-41-5700; WYW 108469] 


Proposed Reinstatement of 
Terminated Oil and Gas Lease; 
Wyoming 


Pursuant to the provisions of Public 
Law 97-451, 96 Stat. 2462-2466, and 
Regulation 43 CFR 3108.2-3(a) and (b)(1), 
a petition for reinstatement of oil and 
gas lease WYW108469 for lands in Hot 
Springs County, Wyoming, was timely 
filed and was accompanied by all the 
required rentals accruing from the date 
of termination. 

The lessee has agreed to the amended 
lease terms for rentals and royalties at 
rates of $5.00 per acre, or fraction 
thereof, per year and 16% percent, 
respectively. 

The lessee paid the required $500 
administrative fee and $25 to reimburse 
the Department for the cost of this 
Federal Register notice. 

The lessee met all the requirements 
for reinstatement of the lease as set out 
in section 31(d) and (e) of the Mineral 
Lands Leasing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 
188), and the Bureau of Land 
Management is proposing to reinstate 
lease WYW108469 effective November 
1, 1990, subject to the original terms and 
conditions of the lease and the 
increased rental and royalty rates cited 
above. 

Pamela J. Lewis, 

Supervisory Land Law Examiner. 

{FR Doc. 91-8547 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-22-M 


Minerais Management Service 


North Carolina Environmental 
Sciences Review Panel; Agenda for 
Meeting 


This notice is issued in accordance 
with the provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, Public Law 
No. 92-463, 5 U.S.C. appendix 1, and the 
Office of Management and Budget’s 
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Circular No. A-63, Revised. The North 
Carolina Environmental Sciences 
Review Panel will meet from 8:30 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. on Friday, April 26 at the Outer 
Banks History Center in Manteo, North 
Carolina. The agenda will include the 
following: 

Discussion of Proposed Activities 

Meeting of Oceanographers 

Review of Eastward data 


Status of Report Sections 

Physical Oceanography 

Ecology/Normal Operations 

Ecology/Offshore Accidents Situations 

Ecology/Near and Onshore Accidental 
Sitautions 

Socioeccnomics 


The meeting is open to the public. 
Upon request, interested parties may 
make oral or written presentations 
related to the purpose of the Panel. 
Requests should be made to Dr. Andrew 
Robertson, Federal Coordinator, 301- 
443-8933. 

Dated: April 8, 1991. 

Thomas Gernhofer, 

Associate Director for Offshore Minerals 
Management. 

[FR:Doc. 91-8568 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M 


National Park Service 
Santa Fe National Historic Trail 


ACTION: Notice of route selection and 
availability of the Comprehensive 
Mangement and Use Plan. 


SUMMARY: The Santa Fe National 
Historic Trail was established as a 
component of the National Trails 
System by the Act of May 8, 1987, 100 
Stat. 302. The National Trails System 
Act, 82 Stat. 919, 16 U.S.C. 1241, et seq., 
as amended, provides a period of two 
complete fiscal years following the ~ 
establishment of the trail for preparation 
of a Comprehensive Plan for 
Management and Use, including 
selection of the trail route. Planning for 
the trail included a significant amount of 
public input, and was completed in May 
1990. ; 

Notice is hereby given that a route for 
the Santa Fe National Historic Trail has 
been selected, and maps of the route can 
be found in the Comprehensive 
Management and Use Plan and 
Comprehensive Management and Use 
Plan Map Supplement. The official set of 
trail maps will be kept at the 


-administrative office of the Santa Fe 


National Historic Trail, given below. 
The maps are available for inspection 
upon request. As research findings 
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indicate changes in trail locations or 
branches, or the need to add sites to or 
delete them from the inventory, then 
such changes will be officially 
documented in that office. Notice of 
changes to the national historic trail 
route will be published in the Federal 
Register, in conformance with the 
National Trails System Act. Copies of 
the comprehensive plan have been sent 
to agencies, organizations, and 
individuals who participated in the 
preparation of the plan, and to others 
who may potentially become involved in 
developing and managing portions of the 
trail. Copies of the comprehensive plan 
or map supplement are available from 
the National Park Service, Southwest 
Region, Branch of Long Distance Trails, 
P.O. Box 728, Santa Fe, New Mexico 
87504-0728. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Gaines, Chief, Branch of Long 
Distance Trails, at the address given 
above; telephone 505/988-6888, (FTS) 
473-1888. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Park Service is responsible for 
overall administration of the Santa Fe 
National Historic Trail. However, actual 
development and management of the 
trail will be accomplished through many 
cooperating Federal, state, and local 
agencies, private trail organizations, and 
individual landowners. 

Through preparation of the 
Comprehensive Management and Use 
Plan, and based on Congressional 
direction, a route has been selected for 
the Santa Fe National Historic Trail that 
retraces, as closely as possible, the 
route used by traders, military groups 
and others from 1821 to 1880, “as 
generally depicted on a map entitled 
‘The Santa Fe Trail’ contained in the 
Final Report of the Secretary of the 
Interior * * * dated July 1976.” In 
accordance with section 3(c) of the 
National Trails System Act, components 
of the trail selected on Federal lands are 
established as initial Federal protection 
components. Where the route crosses 
Federal lands, it will be developed in 
accordance with agreements to be 
established between the National Park 
Service and the Federal managing 
agencies. Non-Federal portions of the 
trail may be certified as official trail 
components in accordance with a 
voluntary certification procedure 


established by the comprehensive plan. 


The authorities of the National Trails 
System Act provide for three types of 
components of a National Historic Trail 
which can be termed “trail sites,”:“‘trail 
segments,” and “motor routes.” 
Development of National Historic Trails 
need not be continuous, making it 


possible to designate historic sites as 
trail sites even though there is no 
opportunity to include them in 
developed cross-country trail routes. 
Cross-country trail routes following the 
historic route make up trail segment 
components of the National Historic 
Trail. The final development category— 
motor routes—utilizes roads and 
highways that closely follow the historic 
route. Motor routes serve to connect 
trail sites and trail segments, where the 
opportunity for cross-country trail 
development is not possible, and 
provide an auto tour route system to 
visit trail sites. Each of these 
components will be appropriately 
marked with the official trail maker as 
they are certified, in accordance with 
en comprehensive management and use 
plan. 


John E. Cook, 
Regional Director, Southwest Region. 
[FR Doc. 91-8555 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 7310-70-M 


Farmington Wild and Scenic River 
Study, Massachusetts and 
Connecticut, Farmington River Study 
Committee; Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. 
app. 1 8 10), that a meeting of the 
Farmington River Study Committee will 
be held Thursday, April 11, 1991. 

The Committee was established 
pursuant to Public Law 99-590. The 
purpose of the Committee is to consult 
with the Secretary of the Interior and to 
advise the Secretary in conducting the 
study of the Farmington River segments. 

The meeting will convene at 7:30 p.m. 
at the Barkhamsted Elementary School, 
Barkhamsted, CT, for the following 
purpose: 

1. Approval of minutes from 2/13/91 


2. Discussion of instream flow study; 

3. River Conservation 
Subcommittee; and 

a. Update on local activity—town meetings, 
zoning regulations; 

b. Private land protection program—Trust 
for Public Land workshops; 

c. Resident/landowner questionnaire; 

4. Opportunity for public comment; and 

5. Other business— 

a. Election of officers for 1991; and 

b. Next meeting dates and locations. 


Interested persons may make oral/ 
written presentations to the Committee 
or file written statements. Such requests 
should be made to the official listed 


- below prior to the meeting. 


information concerning 
meeting may be obtained from the 


14715 


Public Affairs Officer, National Park 

Service, North Atlantic Region, 15 State 

Street, Boston, MA, 02109 (617) 223-5199. 
Dated: March 20, 1991. 

Steven H. Lewis, 

Acting Regional Director. 

[FR Doc. 91-8566 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-48 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-219] 


GPU Nuclear Corp.; and Jersey Central 
Power & Light Co.; Environmental 
Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission {NRC or the Commission) is 
considering issuance of an amendment 
to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-16 issued to GPU Nuclear 
Corporation, et al. (the licensee), for 
operation of the Oyster Creek Nuclear 
Generating Station, located in Ocean 
County, New Jersey. 


Environmental Assessment 
Identification of Proposed Action 


The proposed amendment would 
revise the Technical Specifications 
related to pressure/temperature limits of 
the reactor coolant system for operation 
up to 17 effective full power years. It 
would also provide a new reactor vessel 
temperature limit for full tensioning of 
the reactor vessel closure studs. 

The proposed amendment is in 
accordance with GPU Nuclear 
Corporation's application dated January 
11, 1991, as supplemented March 12, 
1991. 


Need for the Proposed Action 


The proposed changes to the 
Provisional Operating License are 
needed because they would allow 
operation of the reactor for 17 effective 
full power years and provide a new 
reactor vessel temperature limit for full 
tension of the reactor vessel closure 
studs. 


Environmental Impacts of the Proposed 
Action 

The Committee has completed its 
evaluation of the proposed revision to 
the Technical Specifications related to 
pressure/temperature limits of the 
reactor coolant system for operation up 
to 17 effective full power years and to 
provide a new reactor vessel 
temperature limit for full tensioning of 
the reactor closure studs. 

Based on its review, the Commission 
concludes that the proposed changes are 
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acceptable. The staff has determined 
that the proposed changes do not alter 
any initial conditions assumed for the 
design basis accidents previously 
evaluated nor change operation of 
safety systems utilized to mitigate the 
design basis accidents. 

The proposed changes do not increase 
the probability or consequences of 
accidents. No changes are being made in 
the types of any effluents that may be 
released offsite, and there is no 
significant increase in the allowable 
individual or cumulative occupational 
radiation exposure. Accordingly, the 
Commission concludes that the 
proposed action would result in no 
significant radiological environmental 
impact. 

With regard to potential 
nonradiological impacts, the proposed 
changes to the Technical Specifications 
involve components in the plant which 
are located within the restricted area as 
defined in 10 CFR part 20. They do not 
affect nonradiological plant effluents 
and have no other environmental 
impacts. Therefore, the Commission 
concludes that there are no significant 
nonradiological impacts associated with 
the proposed amendment. 


Alternatives to the Proposed Action 


Since the Commission concludes that 
there are no significant environmental 
effects that would result from the 
proposed action, any alternatives with 
equal or greater environmental impacts 
need not be evaluated. 


Alternative Use of Resources 


The action would involve no use of 
resources not previously considered in 
the Final Environmental Statement for 
the Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating 
Station dated December 1974. 


Agencies and Persons Consulted 


The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's 
request and did not consult other 
agencies or persons. 


Finding of No Significant Impact 


The staff has determined not to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement for the proposed amendment. 

Based upon the foregoing 
environmental assessment, the NRC 
staff concludes that the proposed action 
will not have a significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated January 11, 1991, as 


supplemented March 12, 1991, which are ~ 


available for public inspection in the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., 
Washington, DC, 20555 and the Local 


Public Document Room, Ocean County 
Library, Reference Department, 101 
Washington Street, Toms River, New 
Jersey 08753. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 4th day 
of April 1991. . 
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


John F. Stolz, 

Director, Project Directorate I-4, Division of 
Reactor Projects-I/Il, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 91-8551 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Nuclear Regulatory Commission 


NUREG: Issuance, Availability 


The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued NUREG-1435, Volume 1, 
Status of Safety Issues at Licensed 
Power Plants, TMI Action Plan 
Requirements. The document covers the 
status of implementation and 
verification of TMI Action Plan 
Requirements at licensed plants. It also 
provides a historical perspective of 
implementation during the last ten 
years, 

This NUREG has been prepared to 
provide a comprehensive description of 
the implementation and verification 
status of all the TMI requirements at 
licensed plants and to make this 
information available to other interested 
parties, including the public. 

Copies of the Report have been placed 
in the NRC’s Public Docket Room, the 
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.., 
Washington, DC 20555. Copies of the 
Report may be purchased from the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Post Office 
Box 37082, Washington, DC 2013-7082. 
GPO deposit account holders may 
charge order by calling 202/275-2060. 
Copies are also-available from the 
National Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, Virginia 22161. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 20th day 
of March 1991. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


Frank P. Gillespie, 


Director, Program Management, Policy 
Development and Analysis Staff, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 


[FR Doc. 91-8550 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Advisory Committee on Nuciear 
Waste; Meeting 


The Advisory Committee on Nuclear 
Waste (ACNW) will hold its 30th 
meeting on April 23 and 24, 1991, room 
P-110, 7920 Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda, 
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MD, 8:30 a.m. until 5 p.m. each day. The 
entire meeting will be open to the public. 

The agenda for the meeting will be as 
follows: 

A. Review and comment on an NRC 
staff Technical Position on the High- 
Level Waste Repository Design for 
Thermal Loads. __ ' 

B. Briefing on the HLWM staff 
Approach to Dealing with Uncertainties 
in Implementing the EPA's High-Level 
Waste Radiation Protection Standard, 40 
CFR part 191. 

C. Briefing on decommissioning 
activities at selected nonreactor sites. 

D. Discuss ongoing projects 
concerning human intrusion for a high- 
level waste repository. 

E. Response to a recent staff 
Requirements Memorandum related to 
revising 10 CFR part 61 relative to 
attention to leaching resistance of the 
low-level waste form. 

F. Prepare ACNW’s next four-month 
plan to the Commission for the period 
May-—August 1991. 

G. Hear a report on a recent ACNW 
Working Group Meeting concerning 
Integration of Geophysics Into Site 
Characterization of a High-Level Waste 
Repository. 

H. Consideration of the advantages 
and disadvantages of using collective 
dose criteria as a licensing basis for a 
HLW repository. 

I. The Committee will discuss 
anticipated and proposed Committee 
activities, future meeting agenda, 
administrative, and organizational 
matters, as appropriate. The members 
will also discuss matters and specific 
issues that were not completed during 
previous meetings as time and 
availability of information permit. 

Procedures for the conduct of and 
participation in ACNW meetings were 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 6, 1988 (53 FR 20699). In accordance 
with these procedures, oral or written 
statements may be presented by 
members of the public, recordings will 
be permitted only during those portions 
of the meeting when a transcript is being 
kept, and questions may be asked only 
by members of the Committee, its 
consultants, and staff. The office of the 
ACRS is providing staff support for the 
ACNW. Persons desiring to make oral 
statements should notify the Executive 
Director of the office of the ACRS as far 
in advance as practical so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made 
to allow the necessary time during the 
meeting for such statements. Use of still, 
motion picture, and television cameras 
during this meeting may be limited to 
selected portions of the meeting as 
determined by the ACNW Chairman. 
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Information regarding the time to be set 
aside for this purpose may be obtained 
by a prepaid telephone call to the 
Executive Director of the office of the 
ACRS, Mr. Raymond F. Fraley 
(telephone 301/492-4516), prior to the 
meeting. In view of the possibility that 
the schedule for ACNW meetings may 
be adjusted by the Chairman as 
necessary to facilitate the conduct of the 
meeting, persons planning to attend 
should check with the ACRS Executive 
Director or call the recording (301/492- 
4600) for the current schedule if such 
rescheduling would result in major 
inconvenience. 


Dated: April 5, 1991. 
John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 91-8466 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Advisory Committee on Nuclear 
Waste, Working Group on Integration 
of Geophysics Into Site 
Characterization of a High-Level 
Waste Repository; Meeting 


The Working Group on Integration of 
Geophysics into Site Characterization of 
a High-Level Waste Repository will hold 
a meeting on April 22, 1991, room P-110, 
7920 Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: 

Monday, April 22, 1991—8:30 a.m. 
until the conclusion of business. 

The Working Group will focus on the 
role of geophysical testing in the 
characterization of a high-level waste 
repository site. The Working Group will 
discuss the importance and advantages 
of and potential results from geophysical 
testing methods and the application of 
those methods in the characterization of 
a high-level waste site. 

Oral statements may be presented by 
members of the public with the 
concurrence of the Working Group 
Chairman; written statements will be 
accepted and made available to the 
Group. Recordings will be permitted 
only during those sessions of the 
meeting when a transcript is being kept, 
and questions may be asked only by 
members of the Working Group, its 
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring 
to make oral statements should notify 
the ACNW staff members named below 
as far in advance as is practicable so 
that appropriate arrangements can be 
made. 

During the initial portion of the 
meeting, the Working Group, along with 
any of its consultants who may be - 


present, may exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting. 

The Working Group will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with invited speakers from the 
Department of Energy, State of Nevada, 
U.S. Geological Survey, and other 


interested persons regarding this review. 


Further information regarding the 
agenda for this meeting, whether the 
meeting has been cancelled or 
rescheduled, the Chairman’s ruling on 
requests for the opportunity to present 
oral statements and the time allotted 
therefore can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call to the cognizant ACNW 
staff member, Ms. Charlotte Abrams 
(telephone 301/492-8371 between 7:45 
a.m. and 5:30 p.m.). Persons planning to 
attend this meeting are urged to contact 
the above named individual one or two 
days before the scheduled meeting to be 
advised of any changes in schedule, etc., 
that may have occurred. 

Dated: April 4, 1991. 

R.K. Major, 

Chief, Nuclear Waste Branch. 

[FR Doc. 91-8457 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-395] 


South Carolina Electric & Gas Co. and 
South Carolina Public Service 
Authority Virgil C. Summer Nuclear 
Station, Unit No. 1; Issuance of 
Amendment No. 96 to Operating 
License No. NPF-12 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (Commission) has issued 
Amendment NO. 96 to Operating 
License No. NPF-12 issued to South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Company and 
South Carolina Public Service Authority, 
which revised the Technical 
Specifications for operation of the Virgil 
C. Summer Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1, 
located in Fairfield County, South 
Carolina. The amendment is effective as 
of the date of issuance. 

The amendment changes the 
Technical Specifications to revise 
Surveillance Requirement 3/4.4.5, Steam 
Generators, to allow for an alternative 
to plugging or sleeving of tubes with 
degradation in the tube sheet area. This 
alternative method is designated the L* 
criterion. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
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Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment and Opportunity for 
Hearing in connection with this action 
was published in the Federal Register on 
September 29, 1988 (53 FR 38126). No 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene was filed following 
this notice. 


Alternative to the Proposed Action 


Since the Commission has concluded 
that there are no significant 
environmental effects that would result 
from the proposed action, any 
alternatives with equal or greater 
environmental impacts need not be 
evaluated. 

The principal alternative would be to 
deny the requested amendment. This 
would not reduce the environmental 
impacts of plant operation and would 
result in reduced operational flexibility. 


Alternative Use of Resources 


This action does not involve the use of 
any resources not previously considered 
in the Final Environmental Statements 
for the V.C. Summer Nuclear Generating 
Station, Unit No. 1, dated May 1981. 


Agencies and Persons Consulted 


The staff reviewed the licensee’s 
request and did not consult other 
agencies or persons. 


Finding of No Significant Impact 


The Commission has determined not 
to prepare an environmental impact 
statement for the proposed license 
amendment. 

Based upon the foregoing 
environmental assessment, we have 
concluded that the proposed action will 
not have a significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment. 

The Commission has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment related to 
the action and had determined not to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement. Based upon the 
environmental assessment, the 
Commission has concluded that the 
issuance of this amendment will not 
have a significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment. 

For further details with respect to the 
action see, (1) The application for 
amendment dated August 1, 1988, as 
revised August 30, 1990, (2) Amendment 
No. 96 to License No. NPF-12, (3) the 
Commission's related Safety Evaluation, 
and (4) the Commission's Environmental 
Assessment (56 FR 13504). All of these 
items are available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 





14718 


Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 
Street NW., Washington, DC and at the 
local public document room, Fairfield 
County Library, Garden and 
Washington Streets, Winnsboro, South 
Carolina 29180. A copy of items (2), (3) 
and (4) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
DC 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Reactor Projects—1/IL. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 3rd day 
of April 1991. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
George F. Wunder, 
Project Manager, Project Directorate II-I, 
Division of Reactor Projects—1/ll, Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 
[FR Doc. 91-8554 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-458] 


Guif States Utilities Co.; Withdrawal of 
Application for Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 


The United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commisson) has 
granted the request of Gulf States 
Utilities Company (the licensee) to 
withdraw part of its August 28, 1990, 
application for preposed amendment to 
Facility Operating License No. NPF-47 
for the River Bend Station, Unit No. 1, 
located in West Feliciana, Lousisiana. 

The proposed amendment would have 
revised the technical specifications (TS) 
pertaining to the Facility Review 
Committee (FRC) and the Nuclear 
Review Board (NRB) compositon, 
alternates, and quorum. 

The Commission has previously 
issued a Notice of Consideration of 
Issuance of Amendment published in the 
Federal Register on October 3, 1990 (55 
FR 40466). However, by letter dated 
February 13, 1991, the licensee withdrew 
the parts of the proposed changes to TSs 
6.5.1.5 and 6.5.3.6 which would have 
deleted the limitation on the number of 
alternates allowed as quorum members 
on the FRC or NRB. GSU agreed that the 
original limitation of no more than two 
alternates as members of the FRC or 
NRB quorum be maintained. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated August 28, 1990, and 
the licensee's letter dated February 13, 
1991, which withdrew the application for 
license amendment. 

The above documents are available 
for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC, and 
at the Government Documents 


Department, Louisiana State a 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70803. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 4th diy 
of April 1991. 
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Claudia M. Abbate, 
Project Manager, Project Directorate IV-2, 
Division of Reactor Projects—IiI/IV/V, 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 
[FR Doc. 91-8552 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-™ 


[Docket No. 50-245} 


Northeast Nuclear Energy Co., 
Milistone Nuclear Power Station, Unit 
No. 1; Exemption 


The Northeast Nuclear Energy 
Company (the licensee) is the holder of 
Facility Operating License No. DRP-21 
which authorizes operation of Millstone 
Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 1. The 
license provides, among other things, 
that Millstone, Unit 1 is subject to all 
rules, regulations, and Orders of the 
Commission now or hereafter in effect. 

The facility is a single-unit boiling 
water reactor at the licensee's site 
located in New London County, 
Connecticut. 


Il. 


One of the conditions of all operating 
licenses for water-cooled power 
reactors, as specified in 10 CFR 50.54(o), 
is that primary reactor containments 
shall meet the containment leakage test 
requirements set forth in 10 CFR part 50, 
appendix J. More specifically the 
following sections require that: 


Section IlI.D.2(a), “Type B Test” 


Type B tests, except tests for air locks, 
shall be performed during reactor shutdown 
for refueling or other convenient intervals but 
in no case at intervals greater than 2 years. 


Section III.D.3, “Type C Test” 


Type C tests shall be performed during 
each reactor shutdown for refueling but in no 
case at intervals greater than 2 years. 


By letter dated February 5, 1991, the 
licensee requested schedular 
exemptions from the above 
requirements. Millstone, Unit 1 was last 
shutdown for refueling in April 1989 and 
the leak rate tests were performed 
during the refueling outage. Although the 
1991 refueling outage is expected to 
begin on April 6, 1991, the outage may © 
be delayed and/or the 2 year test 
requirement may force the conduct of 
the subject tests at inopportune times 
during the refueling outage. The total ~ 
schedular delay is expected to be 
approximately 3 months. 
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Il. 


By letter dated February 5, 1991, as — 
supplemented by letter dated March 30, 
1991, the licensee requested schedular 
exemptions from the regulatory 
requirements cited in Section II above. 
The acceptability of the exemptions 
requested is addressed below. 


Section I1I.D.2.(a) and I1.D.3 


As indicated above the intent of 
appendix J was that isolation valves and 
the associated penetrations be tested 
during each refueling outage not to 
exceed 24 months. Millstone, Unit 1 is 
presently scheduled to conduct a 
refueling outage April 6, 1991. The 
exemptions would allow the local leak 
rate tests (Type B and C) to be 
postponed until the end of the 1991 
refueling outage or June 30, 1991, 
whichever is earlier. Such an extension 
of approximately 3 months is desirable 
in order to prevent early shutdown in 
the event of a cycle extension and/or 
conduct of the tests at an inopportune 
time during the refueling outage. 

The NRC staff has reviewed the 
proposed exemptions and concluded 
that the extension of the test period for 
the Type B and C tests will not 
meaningfully compromise containment 
integrity. This conclusion is based on 
the present refueling shutdown 
schedule. Since the previous Type B and 
C tests began on April 8, 1989, and the 
current outage is expected to begin on 
April 6, 1991, the major part of the . 
extension will be utilized during the 
refueling outage when containment 
integrity is not required. 


IV. 


Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(v), the 
Commission will not consider granting a 
schedular exemption unless the licensee 
has made good faith efforts to comply 
with the regulation. The NRC staff 
believes the licensee has taken prudent 
steps to maintain the containment 
integrity and if not for the existing 
schedular uncertainties would comply 
with appendix J. 

At the present time, Millstone 1 is 
expected to shutdown on April 6, 1991, 
for the refueling outage. While this date 
may be changed to a later date, the 
shutdown date cannot be extended : 
beyond April 10, 1991, due to the need to 
begin surveillance on seismic sway 
arrestors (snubbers). The licensee 
estimates that start-up from the refueling 
outage will not be later than June 30, 
1991. 

Based upon the previous (1989) local 
leak rate test (LLRT) start date, the 
proposed schedular relief would result 
in the number of containment — : 
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penetrations receiving the number of 
days relief as shown in Table 1. 


TABLE 1.—MILLSTONE UNIT 1; Tyee B 
AND C TEST; SCHEDULAR RELIEF 


HP + ZANNANINS2NHAN=ONSAOTOANN 
SSRSRSASSLAISRLRSSSRISISSSLKS 


The licensee's letter dated March 22, 
1991, summarizes the results of the 1989 
LLRT. The results show acceptable 
leakage in that the maximum allowable 
leakage, L,, is 500.5 scfh while the 
measured leakage was 281.0 scfh. 
Although the results of next LLRT are 
difficult to predict, the results of the last 
LLRT do not point to any expectation 
that the results of next LLRT will not be 
acceptable. 

With regard to the period of plant 
operation during which the proposed 
schedular relief would be effective, 
relief is needed if the start of the 
refueling outage is delayed, in that the 
plant cannot test these penetrations 
without shutting down the plant. Once 
the plant is shutdown for refueling, the 
schedular relief would provide the 
licensee with the flexibility to perform 
the LLRTs at convenient times during 
the outage. Since full containment 
integrity would not be neeeded during 
the outage, the leak-tight integrity of the 
subject penetrations is not significant 
and would not be required. 

With regard to future needs, the 
licensee is not expected to need 
Appendix J schedular relief for the 1993 
refueling outage but such future needs 
are difficult to predict. 

Based on our evaluation, the NRC 
staff has concluded the licensee has 
made a good faith effort to comply with 
the requriements of Appendix J and that 


the special circumstances as described 
in 10 CFR 50.12(a)(2)(v) exist in that the 
exemption would provide only 
temporary relief from the applicable 
regulation. Therefore the staff has 
determined that the schedular 
exemptions from 10 CFR part 50, 
appendix J should be granted. 


Vv. 


Accordingly, the Commission has 
determined that pursuant to 10 CFR 
50.12, the exemptions are authorized by 
law, will not endanger life or property or 
the common defense and security, and is 
otherwise in the public interest. 
Therefore, the Commission hereby 
approves the following exemption 
request. 

An exemption is hereby granted from 
the requirements of 10 CFR part 50, 
appendix J Sections II.D.2(a) and II1.D.3, 
which require a local leak rate test be 
conducted within 24 months of the 
previous refueling outage. For good 
cause shown, this exemption extends 
that priod by aproximately 3 months 
until the end of the 1991 refueling 
outage, or June 30, 1991, whichever is 
earlier. 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32, the 
Commission has determined that the 
granting of this Exemption will have no 
significant imapct on the environment 
(56 FR 13503). 

This Exemption is effective upon 
issuance. 


Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 4th day 
of April, 1991. 
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
John F. Stolz, 
Acting Director, Division of Reactor 
Projects—I/II, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation. 
[FR Doc. 91-8553 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[Release No. 34-29049; File No. SR-NYSE- 
91-8] 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; ro 
and immediate Effectiveness of 
Proposed Rule Change by the New 
York Stock Exchange, Inc. Relating to 
Delay of implementation of SR-NYSE- 
89-24 


Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act”), 
15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1), notice is‘hereby 
given that on March 13, 1991, the New 
York Stock Exchange, Inc. (“NYSE” or 
“Exchange”) filed with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission 
(“Commission”) the proposed rule 
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change as described in items I, II and II 
below, which Items have been prepared 
by the self-regulatory organization. The 
Commission is publishing this notice to 
solicit comments on the proposed rule 
change from interested persons. 


I. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Terms of Substance of 
the Proposed Rule Change 


The NYSE proposes to delay the 
implementation of File No. SR-NYSE- 
89-24, which was approved by the 
Commission on December 28, 1990, until 
such time as the Commission approves 
File No. SR-NYSE-88-35. 


II. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 


In its filing with the Commission, the 
self-regulatory organization included 
statements concerning the purpose of, 
and basis for, the proposed rule change 
and discussed any comments it received 
on the proposed rule change. The text of 
these statements may be examined at 
the places specified in item IV below. 
The self-regulatory organization has 
prepared summaries, set forth in 
sections A, B, and C below, of the most 
significant aspects of such statements. 


A. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 


The purpose of this filing is to delay 
the effective date for submission of the 
reports required by File No. SR-NYSE- 
89-24. The aforementioned filing will 
require NYSE member organizations to 
file monthly reports indicating all 
correspondent broker-dealers whose 
overall ratio of requested extensions of 
time on payment/ delivery of securities 
in relation to total transactions for the 
reportable month exceeds 2%. The filing 
was approved by the Commission in 
Release No. 28726, dated December 28, 
1990, and was to become effective on 
March 28, 1991 (ninety days after 
Commission approval).* 

The instant filing proposes to delay 
the effective date of File No. SR-NYSE- 
89-24 until such time as the Commission 
approves SR-NYSE-88-25, which 
proposes a new rule 434 that would 
require all member organizations for 
which the Exchange has been appointed 
the Designated Examining Authority 
(“DEA”) pursuant to rule 17d-1 under 
the Act to submit requests for 
extensions of time for payment or 


Tis chai ihdhiali Aca Wihoecsibe: Seen : 


(December 28, 1990), 56 FR 540. 
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delivery of securities to the Exchange.” 
The NYSE believes that simultaneous 
implementation of the two amendments 
related to extensions of time for 
payment/ delivery of securities is 
appropriate and most efficient for both 
the Exchange and its members. 

The proposed rule change is 
consistent with section 7 of the Act in 
that it is designed to prevent the 
excessive use of credit for the purchase 
or carrying of securities. The proposal 
further supports the purposes of 
Regulation T, which was issued by the 
Federal Reserve Board (“FRB”) pursuant 
to section 7(a) of the Act, because it 
helps regulate the extension of credit by 
member organizations. In addition, the 
proposal will better enable the 
Exchange to comply with the applicable 
provisions of the Act, as required by 


section 6{b)(1) of the Act. 


B. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Burden on Competition 


The Exchange does not believe that 
the proposed rule change will impose 
any burden on competition that is not 
necessary or appropriate in furtherance 
of the purposes of the Act. 


C. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Comments on the 
Proposed Rule Change Received from 
Members, Participants or Others 


Comments were neither solicited nor 
received. 


The foregoing rule change is 
concerned solely with the 
administration and enforcement of the 
Exchange's recent rule change regarding 
extensions of time for the payment or 
delivery of securities, and therefore has 
become effective pursuant to section 
19(b)(3){A) of the Act and subparagraph 
(e) of rule 19b-4 thereunder. At any time 
within 60 days of the filing of such rule 
change, the Commission may summarily 
abrogate such rule change if it appears 
to the Commission that such action is 
necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest, for the protection of investors, 
or otherwise in furtherance of the 
purposes of the Act. 


* This filing was published for public notice and 
comment in Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
26341 (December 5S, 1988). 53 FR 49808. The 
Commission received ten comment letters in 
opposition to the proposal, including letters from the 
Cincinnati, Midwest, and Philadelphia Stock 
Exchanges and the National Association of 
Securities Dealers, Inc. This proposal currently is 
under review by the Commission. 


\ 


IV. Solicitation of Comments 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 
arguments concerning the foregoing. 
Persons making written submissions 
should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20549. Copies of the 
submission, all subsequent amendments, 
all statements with respect to the 
proposed rule change that are filed with 
the Commission and all written 
communications relating to the proposed 
rule change between the Commission 
and any persons, other than those that 
may be withheld from the public in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 552 will be available for 
inspection and copying at the 
Commission's Public Reference Section, 
450 Fifth Street NW., Washington, DC 
20549. Copies of such filing will also be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the principal office of the NYSE. All 
submissions should refer to File No. SR- 
NYSE-91-8 and should be submitted by 
May 2, 1991. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Dated: April 4, 1991. 

Margaret H. McFarland, 

Deputy Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 91-8485 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 wl 
BILLING CODE 6010-01-™ 


{Release No. 34-29039; File No. SR-PHXL- 
91-03] 


Self-Regulatory Organizations; Filing 
of Proposed Rule Change by the 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange, inc. 
Relating to Cross-Rate Currency 
Options Margin 


Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Act”), 
15 U.S.C. 788{b)(1), notice is hereby 
given that on March 13, 1991, the 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc. 
(“PHLX” or “Exchange”) filed with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
(“Commission”) the proposed rule 
change as described in Items I, II and III 
below, which Items have been prepared 
by the self-regulatory organization. The 
Commission is publishing this notice to 
solicit comments on the proposed rule 
change from interested persons. 


L. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Terms of Substance of 
the Proposed Rule Change 

The PHLX, pursuant to rule 19b-4, 
submits as a proposed rule ag a 
proposal to amend PHLX rul: 
722{c)(2}(B){i} and add Cacimiioen 13 
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regarding applicable margin 
requirements for cross-rate currency 
option contracts. 

The text of the proposed rule change 
is available at the Office of the 
Secretary, PHLX, and the Commission. 


IL. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 


In its filing with the Commission, the 
self-regulatory organization included 
statements concerning the purpose of, 
and statutory basis for, the proposed 
rule change and discussed any 
comments it received on the proposed 
rule change. The text of these 
statements may be examined at the 
places specified in Item IV below. The 
self-regulatory organization has 
prepared summaries, set forth in 
sections (A), (B), and (C) below, of the 
most significant aspects of such 
statements. 


A. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of, and 
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule 
Change 


The purpose of the proposed rule 
change is to amend PHLX rule 
722{c)(2)(B){i) and add new Commentary 
.13, in order to provide for an adequate 
and comprehensive methodology to 
calculate the margin requirements for 
cross-rate currency option contracts. 

On November 26, 1990, the Exchange 
filed a proposal to list and trade three 
cross-rate currency option contracts.* 
The proposed rule change is a corollary 
filing designed to allow the 
implementation of required margin 
calculations for trading in these options. 
The proposed rule change is consistent 
with the approved uniform methodology 
for calculating initial and maintenance 
margin requirements for options 
contracts approved by the Commission 
in 1985.* Specifically, the uniform 
margin methodology provides that 
margin requirements for short options 
positions are equal to 100% of the 
current option premium, plus a 
percentage of the underlying contract, 
with an adjustment for out-of-the-money 
options not to be less than 100% of the 


‘ The PHLX is proposing to list crose-rate 
currency options priced and settled in a specific 
foreign currency, rather than the traditional U.S. 


Act Release No. 28737 (January 
3, 1991), 56 FR 1042 (notice of file no. SR-PHXL-90- 
12). 
® See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 22469 
(September 28, 1985), 50 FR 40833. 
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current options premium, plus a 
stipulated lesser percentage of the 
underlying contract. 

Under the PHLX proposal, the margin 
calculation will be undertaken inthe - 
base currency for each cross-rate option 
contract. The Exchange has determined 
that a margin requirement of premium 
plus 4% of the underlying contract value, 
with a minimum of premium plus %% of 
the underlying contract value, would 
provide adequate cover for each cross- 
rate product's historical volatility with a 
95% level of confidence. 

In this regard a sample margin 
calculation would be computed as 
follows: As of February 12, 1991, the 
cross-rate for the German mark/ 
Japanese yen (“MYX”) was 88.3. If a 
customer was short one MYX February 
88 call option with a premium of 35, the 
margin required for the contract would 
be equal to the option premium of 
350,000 yen plus 4% of the market value 
of the underlying contract or 3,532,000 
yen for a totab of 3,882,000 yen. 

The Exchange believes that the 
proposed rule change is consistent with 
Section 6(b)(5) of the Act which 
provides, in part, that the rules of the 
Exchange be designed to foster 
cooperation and coordination with 
persons engaged in regulating, clearing, 
settling, processing information with 
respect to, and facilitating transactions 
in securities. 


B. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement on Burden on Competition 

The PHLX does not believe that the 
proposed rule change will impose any 
burden on competition. 


C. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Comments on the 


Proposed Rule Change Received from 
Members, Participants, or Others 


No written comments were either 
solicited or received. 


Ill. Date of Effectiveness of the 
Proposed Rule Change and Timing for 
Commission Action 

Within 35 days of the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register or within such longer period {i} 
As the Commission may designate up to 
90 days of such date if it finds such 
longer period to be appropriate and 
publishes its reasons for so finding or (ii) 
as to which the self-regulatory 
a consents, the Commission 
will 

(a) By order approve such proposed 

change, or 

(b} Institute proceedings to determine 
whether the proposed rule change 
should be disapproved. 


IV. Solicitation of Comments 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 


should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary, Securities and 

Commission 450 Fifth Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20549. Copies of the 
submission, all subsequent 

all written statements with respect to 
the proposed rule change that are filed 
with the Commission, and all written 
communications relating to the proposed 
rule change between the Commission 
and any person, other than those that 
may be withheld from the public in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 552, will be available for 
inspection and in the 
Commission’s Public Reference Section, 
450 Fifth Street NW., Washington, DC. 
Copies of such filing will also be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the principal office of the above- 
mentioned self-regulatory organization. 
All submissions should refer to the file 


number in the caption above and should 
be submitted by May 2, 1991. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 

Margaret H. McFarland, 

Deputy Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 91-8486 Filed 4-10-01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6010-01-44 


[Rel. No. IC-18079; 811-4155} 


National Reai Estate Fund; Application 


April 4, 1991. 

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“SEC”). 

ACTION: Notice of application for 
deregistration under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (the “‘Act”). 


APPLICANT: National Real Estate Fund 


(“Applicant”}. 

= 1940 ACT SECTION: Section 
8(f). 

SUMMARY OF APPLICATION: Applicant 
seeks an order declaring that it has 
ceased to be an investment company 
under the Act. 

FILING DATE: The application for 
deregistration on form N-8F was filed 
on March §, 1991, and supplemented by 
letter to be received during the notice 
period, the substance of which is 
incorporated in this notice. 

HEARING OR NOTIFICATION OF HEARING: 
An order granting the application will be 
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issued unless the SEC orders a hearing. 
Interested persons may request a 
hearing by writing to the SEC's 
Secretary and serving Applicant with a 
copy of the request, personally or by 
mail. Hearing requests should be 
received by the SEC by 5:30 p.m. on 
April 29, 1891, and should be 
accompanied by proof of service on the 
Applicant, in the form of an affidavit or, 
for lawyers, a certificate of service. 
Hearing requests should state the nature 
of the writer's interest, the reason for 
the request, and the issues contested. 
Persons may request notification of a 
hearing by writing to the SEC’s 
Secretary. 


ADDRESSES: Secretary, SEC, 450 5th 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20549. 
Applicant, c/o Lisa Hurley, Esq., 
National Securities & Research 
Corporation, Two Pickwick Plaza, 
Greenwich, CT 06830. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eva Marie Carney, Senior Attorney, at 
(202) 504-2274 or Max Berueffy, Branch 
Chief, at (202) 272-3016 (Office of 


Investment Company Regulation, 
Division of Investment Management). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following is a summary of the 
application. The complete application 
may be obtained for a fee at the SEC's 
Public Reference Branch. 


Applicant's Representations 

1. Applicant is a non-diversified open- 
end management investment company 
organized as a Massachusetts business 
trust. On November 13, 1984, Applicant 
filed a notification of tion on 
form N-8A, pursuant to section 8{a) of 
the Act. That same date, Applicant filed 
a form N-1A pursuant to section 8{b) of 
the Act and the Securities Act of 1933 
registering an indefinite number of 
shares of beneficial interest. The 
registration statement became effective 
on January 30, 1985, and the initial 
public offering of Applicant's shares 
commenced immediately thereafter. 

z. On September 13, 1990, the Board of 
Trustees of Applicant approved and 
adopted an Agreement and Plan of 
Reorganization (the “Plan”} under which 
all of the assets and liabilities of 
Applicant would be transferred to 
Templeton Real Estate Securities Fund 
(‘ ‘Templeton Real Estate”), a registered 


carry voting righ 
those of Applicant’s shares, and whose 


investment objectives, policies and 
restrictions are similar to those of 
Applicant. On or about November 13, 
1990, a proxy statement describing the 
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Plan and calling for a special meeting of 
shareholders to be held on December 14, 
1990, was mailed to all shareholders of 

. record as of October 26, 1990. A majority 
of Applicant's shareholders approved 
the Plan at this special meeting of 
shareholders. 

3. Purusant to the Plan, Applicant 
assigned, conveyed, transferred and 
delivered to Templeton Real Estate all 
of its then-existing assets on December 
14, 1990. In consideration, Templeton 
Real Estate assumed all of Applicant's 
then-existing obligations and liabilities, 
and issued Applicant a number of its full 
and fractional shares of beneficial 
interest with an aggregate net asset 
value equal to the aggregate net asset 
value of Applicant's shares as of the 
close of business on December 14, 1990. 
Immediatley thereafter, Applicant 
distributed these shares pro rata to its 
shareholders of record as of December 
14, 1990. 

4. As of October 26, 1990, Applicant 
had 3,541,348 shares of beneficial 
interest outstanding, with an aggregate 
net asset value of $20,093,357 and a per 
share net asset value of $6.02. The 
expenses incurred in the reorganization, 
consisting of proxy solicitation expenses 
and the cost of the special meeting, were 
borne by Applicant, National Securities 
& Research Corporation (Applicant's 
investment adviser); Templeton Real 
Estate, and Templeton, Gallbraith & 
Hansberger (Templeton Real Estate's 
investment adviser). Applicant assumed 
$32,327.75 of these costs, including 
$14,894.75 in legal fees and costs, $2,000 
in accounting fees, and $15,433 in 
printing expenses. 

5. No brokerage commissions were 
paid in connection with Applicant's 
reorganization. 

6. Applicant has no shareholders, 
assets or liabilities. Applicant is not 
engaged, and does not propose to 
engage, in any business activities other 
than those necessary to wind up its 
affairs. Applicant is not a party to any 
litigation or administrative proceeding. 
Following Applicant's reorganization, 
Applicant's registration as a 
Massachusetts business trust was 
terminated by the Office of the 
Secretary of State, Boston, 
Massachusetts. 


For the SEC, by the Division of Investment 
Management, under delegated authority. 
Margaret H. McFarland, 

Deputy Secretary. 


[FR. Doc. 91-8484 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8016-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
[Public Notice 1374] 


Shipping Coordinating Committee; 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea; 
Working Group on Ship Design and 
Equipment; Meeting 


The Working Group on Ship Design 
and Equipment of the Subcommittee on 
Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS) will 
conduct an open meeting on April 23, 
1991 at 9:30 a.m. in room 2415 at United 
States Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
2nd Street SW., Washington, DC. . 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss the outcome of the 34th Session 
of the International Maritime 
Organization (IMO) on Ship Design and 
Equipment (DE) that was held on March 
4-8, 1991. Items of discussion will 
include the following: Use on board 
ships of ozone-depleting halons; 
guidelines on standard calculations for 
anchor positioning systems for Mobile 
Offshore Drilling Units (MODUS), 
guidelines for dynamic positioning 
systems for MODUS and ships engaged 
in similar operations; materials other 
than steel for pipes; maneuverability of 
ships and maneuvering standards; 
helicopter facilities offshore; revision of 
design and construction requirements 
for purpose and non-purpose-built ships 
dedicated to the carriage of irradiated 
nuclear fuel; development of a code on 
alarms and indicators; amendments of 
regulation Il-1/45 of SOLAS 1974, as 
amended; ventilation of vehicle decks 
during loading and unloading; review of 
implementation status of Assembly 
resolutions related to the work of the 
Subcommittee; underpressure in cargo 
oil tanks due to oil outflow after 
damage; carriage of dangerous goods on 
vehicle decks of passenger ships; 
consideration of the introduction of the 
Harmonized System of Surveys and 
Certification into the MODU Code; 
standards for shipboard incinerators for 
disposing of ship-generated waste; 
revision of the Code of Safety for 
Dynamically Supported Craft; hull 
cracking on ships; fuel line failures; bilge 
de-watering requirements in open-top 
container ships; review of the adequacy 
of IMO instruments in preventing and 
mitigating marine pollution incidents; 
and, the role of the human element in 
maritime casualties. 

Members of the public may attend up 
to the seating capacity of the room. 

The IMO DE Subcommittee works to 
develop international agreements, 
guidelines, and standards for machinery, 
equipment, and systems as these relate 
to the marine industry. In most cases, 
these international agreements, 


Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April 11, 1991 / Notices 


guidelines, and standards form the basis 
for national standards/regulations and 
shipping classification society rules. The 
U.S. SOLAS Working Group supports 
the U.S, Representative to the IMO DE 
Subcommittee in developing the U.S. 
position on those issues raised at the 
IMO DE Subcommittee meetings. 
Because of the impact on domestic 
regulations through development of 
these international guidelines, 
standards, and regulations, the U.S. 
SOLAS Working Group serves as a 
forum for the U.S. maritime industry to 
express their ideas. All shipping 
companies, shipyards, design firms, 
naval architects, marine engineers, and 
consultants are encouraged to send 
representatives to participate in the 
development of U.S. positions on those 
issues affecting your maritime industry 
and remain abreast of all activities 
ongoing within IMO DE. Since these 
meetings are open to the public, anyone 
may attend. For further information 
contact Captain T.E. Thompson at (202) 
267-2967, U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters (G-MTH), 2100 Second 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20593-0001. 
Dated: April 1, 1991. 
Geoffrey Ogden, 
Chairman, Shipping Coordinating Committee. 
[FR Doc. 91-8465 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710-07-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 


[CGD8 91-08] 


Lower Mississippi River Waterway 
Safety Advisory Committee; VTS 
Subcommittee Meetings 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is 
hereby given of two meetings of the VTS 
Subcommittee of the Lower Mississippi 
River Waterway Safety Advisory 
Committee. The first meeting will be 
held on Tuesday, May 7, 1991. The . 
second meeting will be held on 
Thursday, May 16, 1991. Both will be 
held at the New Orleans-Baton Rouge 
Steamship Pilots’ office, 3900 River 
Road, Jefferson, LA 70123. The meetings 
are scheduled to begin at 10 a.m. The 
agenda for the meetings consists of the 
following items: 

1. Call to order. 

2. Recommendations for funding of a 
proposed New Orleans Vessel Traffic 
Service. 

3. Adjournment. 
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written or oral statements at the 
Additional information may be 
obtained from Commander C.T. Bohner, 
USCG, Executive Secretary, Lower 
Mississippi River Waterway Safety 
Advisory Committee, c/o Commander, 
Eighth Coast Guard District (oan), room 
1209, Hale Boggs Federal — 501 
Magazine Street, New 
70130-3396, telephone number non) 589— 
3074. 

Dated: April 3, 1991. 
J.M. Lay, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Eighth Coast Guard District. 
[FR Doc. 91-8504 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4916-14-54 


Federal Aviation Administration 
{Summary Notice No. PE-91-16] 


Petitions for Exemption; Summary of 
Petitions Received; Dispositions of 
Petitions Issued 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of petitions for 
exemption received and of dispositions 
of prior petitions. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to FAA's 
rulemaking provisions governing the 
application, processing, and disposition 
of petitions for exemption (14 CFR part 
11), this notice contains a summary of 
certain petitions seeking relief from 
specified requirements of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR chapter I), 
dispositions of certain petitions 
previously received, and corrections. 
The purpose of this notice is to improve 
the public’s awareness of, and 
participation in, this aspect of FAA’s 
regulatory activities. Neither publication 
of this notice nor the inclusion or 
omission of information in the summary 
is intended to affect the legal status of 
any petition or its final disposition. 
DATES: Comments on received 
must identify the petition docket number 
involved and must be received on or 
before May 1, 1991. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on any 
petition in triplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Attn: Rule Docket (AGC-10}, 
Petition Docket No. 26516, 800 
Independence Avenue SW... 
Washington, DC 20591. 

The petition, any comments received, 
and a copy of any final disposition are 
filed in the assigned regulatory docket 
and are available for examination in the 


Rules Docket (AGC-10}, room 915G, 
FAA Headquarters Building (FOB 120A}, 
800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20951; telephone (202) 
267-3132. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Miss Jean Casciano, Office of 
Rulemaking (ARM-1}, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20531, 
telephone (202) 267-9683. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
paragraphs (c}, (e}, and (g} of § 11.27 of 
part 11 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR part 11}. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on April 5, 1987. 
Deborah Swank, 

Acting Manager, Program Management Staff 
Office of the Chief Counsel. 


Petitions for Exemption 


Docket No.: 26516. 

Petitioner: Northwest Airlines, Inc. 

Sections of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR 
121.433a. 

Description of Relief Sought: To aliow 
petitioner an additional 180 days to train 
its European personnel in the proper 
handling and carriage of dangerous 
articles and magnetized materials. The 
regulations require that ground 
personnel complete such training within 
the previous 12 calendar months (by 
April 1991). 

[FR Doc. 91-8520 Filed 4-10-91; 845 am} 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-™4 


Noise Exposure Map Notice and 
Receipt of Noise Compatibility 
Program and Request for Review 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
determination that the noise exposure 
maps submitted by 

International Airport (BLJ) under the 
provisions of title I of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 
(Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR part 150 are 
in compliance with applicable 
requirements. The FAA also announces 
that it is reviewing proposed noise 
compatibility program that was 
submitted for Bellingham International 
Airport under part 150 in conjunction 
with the noise exposure maps, and that 
this program will be approved or 
disapproved on or before September 30, 
1991. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the FAA's determination on the 
Bellingham International Airport noise 
exposure maps and the start of its 
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review of the associated noise , 
compatibility program is April 3, 1991.. 
The public comment period ends April 
30, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dennis Ossenkop, FAA, Airports 
Division, ANM-611, 1601 Lind Avente, 
SW., Renton, WA 98056-4056. 


Comments on the proposed noise 


compatibility program should also be 
submitted to the above office. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA finds 
that the noise exposure maps for 
Bellingham International Airport are in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements of part 150, effective April 
3, 1991. Further, FAA is reviewing a 
proposed noise compatibility program 
for that airport which will be approved 
or disapproved on or before September 
30, 1991. This notice also announces the 
availability of this program for public 
review and comment. 

Under section 103 of title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (herein after referred to as 
“the Act”), an airport operator may 
submit to the FAA a noise exposure map 
which meets applicable regulations and 
which depicts noncompatible land uses 
as of the date of submission of such 
map, & description of projected aircraft 
operations, and the ways in which such 
operations will affect such map. The Act 
requires such maps to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties in the local community, 
government agencies and persons using 
the airport. 

An airport operator who has 
submitted a noise exposure map that 
has been found by FAA to be in 
compliance with the requirements of 
Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR} part 
150, promulgated pursuant to Title I of 
the Act, may submit a noise 
compatibility program for FAA approval 
which sets forth the measures the 
operator has taken or proposes for the 
reduction of existing noncompatible 
uses and for the prevention of the 
introduction of additional 
noncompatible uses. 

The Executive Director of the Port of 
Bellingham submitted to the FAA noise 
exposure maps, descriptions and other 
documentation which were produced 
during an airport Noise Compatibility 
Study. It was requested that the FAA 
— this material as the noise 

maps, as described in section 
103(a)(1) of the Act, and that the noise 
mitigation measures, to be implemented 
jointly by the airport and surrounding 


communities, be approved as a noise 
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compatibility program under section 
104(b) of the Act. 

The FAA has completed its review of 
the noise exposure maps and related 
descriptions submitted by BLL. The 
specific maps under consideration are 
Exhibits 21 and 25 in the submission. 
The FAA has determined that these 
maps for Bellingham International 
Airport are in compliance with 
applicable requirements. This 
determination is effective on April 3, 
1991. FAA’s determination on an airport 
operator's noise exposure maps is 
limited tc the determination that the 
maps were developed in accordance 
with the procedures contained in 
appendix A of FAR part 150. Such 
determination does not constitute 
approval of the applicant's data, 
information or plans, or a commitment 
to approve a noise compatibility 
program or to fund the implementation 
of that program. 

If the questions arise concerning the 
precise relationship of specific 
properties to noise exposure contours 
depicted on noise exposure maps 
submitted under section 103 of the Act, 
it should be noted that the FAA is not 
involved in any way in determining the 
relative locations of specific properties 
with regard to the depicted noise 
contours, or in interpreting the noise 
exposure maps to resolve questions 
concerning, for example, which 
properties should be covered by the 
provisions of section 107 of the Act. 
These functions are inseparable for the 
ultimate land use control and planning 
responsibilities of local government. 
These local responsibilities are not 
changed in any way under part 150 or 
through FAA's review of noise exposure 
maps. Therefore, the responsibility for 
the detailed overlaying of noise 
exposure contours onto the maps 
depicting properties on the surface rests 
exclusively with the airport operator 
which submitted those maps, or with 
those public agencies and planning 
agencies with which consultation is 
required under section 103 of the Act. 
The FAA has relied on the certification 
by the airport operator, under § 150.21 of 
the FAR part 150, that the statutorily 
required consultation has been 
accomplished. 

The FAA has formally received the 
noise compatibility program for BLI, also 
effective on April 3, 1991. Preliminary 
review of the submitted material 
indicates that it conforms to the 
requirements for the submittal of noise 
compatibility programs, but that further 
review will be necessary prior to 
approval or disapproval of the program. 
The formal review period, limited by 


law to a maximum of 180 days, will be 

completed on or before September 30, 

1991. 

The FAA's detailed evaluation will be 
conducted under the provisions of 14 
CFR part 150, § 150.33. The primary 
considerations in the evaluation process 
are whether the proposed measures may 
reduce the level of aviation safety, 
create an undue, burden on interstate or 
foreign commerce, or be reasonably 
consistent with obtaining the goal of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses and preventing the introduction of 
additional noncompatible land uses. 

Interested persons are invited to 
comment on the proposed program with 
specific reference to these factors. All 
comments, other than those properly 
addressed to the local land use 
authorities, will be considered by the 
FAA to the extent practicable. Copies of 
the noise exposure maps, the FAA's 
evaluation of the maps, and the 
proposed noise compatibility program 
are available for examination at the 
following locations: 

Federal Aviation Administration, 
Independence Avenue, SW., room 615, 
Washington, DC 

Federal Aviation Administration, 
Airports Division, ANM-600, 1601 
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, WA 


98056-4056 
The Port of Bellingham, 625 Cornwall 
Avenue, Bellingham, WA 98227-1737. 
Questions may be directed to the 
individual named above under the 
heading, FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT. 
Issued in Seattle, Washington, April 3, 
1991. 
Edward G. Tatum, 
Manager, Airports Division, ANM-600, 
Northwest Mountain Region. 
[FR Doc. 91-8517 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Extension of Public Comment Period 
for Noise Compatibility Program 
Greater Cincinnati International 
Airport Covington, KY 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 


Administration (FAA) announces that it 
is extending the public comment period 
30 days on the proposed noise 
compatibility program that was 
submitted for Greater Cincinnati 
International Airport. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the end of the public comment period is 
May 9, 1991. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peggy S. Kelley, Planner, Airports 
District Office, 3973 Knight Arnold 
Road, suite #105, Memphis, TN 38118- 
3004. Telephone Number 901-544-3495. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
comment on the proposed program. All 
comments, other than those properly 
addressed to local and use authorities, 
will be considered by the FAA to the 
extent practicable. Copies of the noise 
exposure maps and the FAA’s 
evaluation of the maps are available for 
examination at the following locations. 
Federal Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., room 617, 
Washington, DC 20591 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
Airports District Office, 3973 Knight 
Arnold Rd.,.suite #105, Memphis, TN 
38118-3004 
Mr. Robert Holscher, Director of 
Aviation, Greater Cincinnati 
International Airport, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45275-2000. 


Questions may be directed to the 
individual named under the heading, 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Issued in Memphis Airports District Office, . 
April 2, 1991. : 
Billy J. Langley, 
Manager. 
[FR Doc. 91-8518 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] | 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-™ 


Acceptance of Noise Exposure Maps 
and Request for Review of Noise 
Compatibility Program for Ontario 
International Airport, Ontario, CA 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 


AcTiON: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
determination that the noise exposure 
maps submitted by Los Angeles 
Department of Airports for Ontario 
International Airport under the 
provisions of title I of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 
(Public L. 96-193) and 14 CFR part 150 
are in compliance with applicable 
requirements. The FAA also announces 
that it is reviewing a proposed noise 
compatibility program that was 
submitted for Ontario International 
Airport under part 150 in conjunction 
with the noise exposure map, and that 
this program will be approved or 
disapproved on or before September 29, 
1991. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the FAA's determination on the noise 
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exposure maps and of the start of its 
review of the associated noise 
compatibility program is April 2, 1991. 
The public comment period ends May 2, 
1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David B. Kessler, Airport Planner, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
Planning Section, AWP-611.2, Mailing 
Address. P.O. Box 92007, Worldway 
Postal Center, Los Angeles, California 
90009-2007, Telephone: 213/297-1534. 
Comments on the proposed noise. 
compatibility program should also be 
submitted to the above office. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA finds 
that the noise exposure maps submitted 
for Ontario International Airport are in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements of part 150, effective April 
2, 1991. Further, FAA is reviewing a 
proposed noise compatibility program 
for that airport which will be approved 
or disapproved on or before September 
29, 1991. This notice also announces the 
availability of this program for public 
review and comment. 

Under section 103 of title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (hereinafter referred to as 
“the Act”), an airport operator may 
submit to the FAA noise exposure maps 
which meet applicable regulations and 
which depict noncompatible land uses 
as of the date of submission of such 
maps, a description of projected aircraft 
operations, and the ways in which such 
operations will affect such maps. The 
Act requires such maps to be developed 
in consultation with interested and 
affected parties in the local community, 
government agencies, and persons using 
the airport. 

An airport operator who has 
submitted noise exposure maps that are 
found by FAA to be in compliance with 
the requirements of Federal Aviation 
Regulations (FAR) part 150, promulgated 
pursuant to title I of the Act, may submit 
a noise compatibility program for FAA 
approval which sets forth the measures 
the operator has taken or proposes for 
the reduction of existing noncompatible 
uses and for the prevention of the 
introduction of additional 
noncompatible uses. 

Los Angeles City Department of 
Airports submitted to the FAA on 
August 20, 1990 noise exposure maps, 
descriptions and other documentation 
which were produced during Ontario 
International Airport part 150 Study 
conducted between 1986 and 1990. It 
was requested that the FAA review this 
material as the noise exposure maps, as 
described in section 103(a)(1) of the Act, 
and that the noise mitigation measures, 


to be implemented jointly by the airport 
and surrounding communities, be 
approved as a noise compatibility 
program under section 104(b) of the Act. 
e FAA has completed its review of 
the noise exposure maps and related 
descriptions submitted by the Los 
Angeles City Department of Airports. 
The specific maps under consideration 
are the 1990 and 1995 Noise Exposure 
Maps located after page 29 in the 
submission. The FAA has determined 
that these maps for Ontario 
International Airport are in compliance 
with applicable requirements. This 
determination is effective on April 2, 
1991. FAA’s determination on an airport 
operator's noise exposure maps is 
limited to a finding thawt the maps were 
developed in accordance with the 
procedures contained in appendix A of 
FAR part 150. Such determination does 
not constitute approval of the 
applicant’s data, information or plans, or 
a commitment to approve a noise 
compatibility program or to fund the 
implementation of that program. 

If questions arising concerning the 
precise relationship of specific 
properties to noise exposure contours 
depicted on a noise exposure map 
submitted under section 103 of the Act, 
it should be noted that the FAA is not 
involved in any way in determining the 
relative locations of specific properties 
with regard to the depicted noise 
contours, or in interpreting the noise 
exposure maps to resolve questions 
concerning, for example, which 
properties should be covered by the 
provisions of section 107 of the Act. 
These functions are inseparable from 
the ultimate land use control and 
planning responsibilities of local 
government. These local responsibilities 
are not changed in any way under part 
150 or through FAA's review of noise 
exposure maps. Therefore, the 
responsibility for the detail of noise 
exposure contours onto the map 
depicting properties on the surface rests 
exclusively with the airport operator 
which submitted those maps, or with 
those public agencies and planning 
agencies with which consultation is 
required under section 103 of the Act. 
The FAA has relied on the certification 
by the airport operator, under § 150.21 of 
FAR part 150, that the statutorily 
required consultation has been 
accomplished. 

The FAA has formally received the 
noise compatibility program for Ontario 
International Airport, also effective on 
April 2, 1991. Preliminary review of the 
submitted material indicates that it 
conforms to the requirements for the 
submittal of noise compatibility 
programs, but that further review will be 
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necessaiy prior to approvel or 

disapproval of the program. The formal 

review period, limited by law to a 

maximum of 180 days, will be completed 

on or before September 29, 1991. 

The FAA's detailed evaluation will be 
conducted under the provisions of 14 
CFR part 150, § 150.33. The primary 
considerations in the evaluation process 
are whether the proposed measures may 
reduce the level of aviation safety, 
create an undue burden on interstate or 
foreign commerce, or be reasonably 
consistent with obtaining the goal of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses and preventing the introduction of 
additional noncompatible land uses. 

Interested persons are invited to 
comment on the proposed program with 
specific reference to these factors. All 
comments, other than those properly 
addressed to local land use authorities, 
will be considered by the FAA to the 
extent practicable. Copies of the noise 
exposure maps, the FAA's evaluation of 
the maps, and the proposed noise 
compatibility program are available for 
examination at the following locations: 
Federal Aviation Administration, 800 

Independence Avenue SW., room 617, 

Washington, DC 20591, 

Federal Aviation Administration, 
Western-Pacific Region, Airports 
Division, room 6E25, 15000 Aviation 
Boulevard, Hawthorne, California 
90261, 

Mr. Clifton A. Moore, Airport Executive 
Director, Los Angeles Department of 
Airports, One World Way, P.O. Box 
92216, Los Angeles, California 90009- 
2216. 

Questions may be directed to the 
individual named above under the 
heading, FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT. 

Issued in Hawthorne, California on April 2, 
1991. 

Herman C. Bliss, 

Manager, Airports Division, AWP-600, 

Western-Pacific Region. 

[FR Doc. 91-8519 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Federal Highway Administration 


Environmental impact Statement: Del 
Norte County, CA 


AGENCY: Federal Highway 


‘ Administration (FHWA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of intent. 


summary: The FHWA is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared for a proposed highway project 
in Del Norte County, California. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

C. Glenn Clinton, District Engineer, 
Federal Highway Administration, P.O. 
Box 1915, Sacramento, California 95812- 
1915. Telephone: (916) 551-1314. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHWA, in cooperation with the 
California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), will prepare an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) 
on a proposal to improve Highway 101 
in Del Norte County, California, 
between Post Miles 12.5 and 16.3, from 
8.1 miles to 11.9 miles north of the town 
of Klamath. The project is located 
within Del Norte Coast Redwoods State 
Park and Redwood National Park. The 
improvement is needed to bypass 
coastal bluffs where the toe of the cliffs 
is gradually being undermined, resulting 
in massive soil creep. There is a chronic 
and continual maintenance problem at 

' this location, and there is a high 
potential for lengthy road closures 
cutting off the northern portion of Del 
Norte County from the rest of the State 
due to a lack of possible detours in the 
vicinity. 

Alternatives under consideration 
include: (1) Taking no action; (2) A four- 
lane facility with 12-foot lanes, ten-foot 
shoulders, and four-foot median; and (3) 
a two-lane facility (with 40-foot section) 
with alternating truck passing lanes. 

Letters describing the proposed action 
and soliciting comments have been sent 
to appropriate Federal, State, and local 
agencies, and to private organizations 
and citizens who have previously 
expressed or are known to have interest 
in this proposal. An agency scoping 
meeting was held on March 20, 1991 at 1 
p.m. in room 59 of the Caltrans District 
Office, 1656 Union Street, Eureka, 
California. A public scoping meeting 
was held on March 19, 1991 at 7 p.m. in 
the Del Norte County Board of 
Supervisors Chambers, 583 G Street, 
Crescent City, California. In addition, a 
public hearing will be held later as part 
of the project review process. The draft 
EIS will be available for public and 
agency review and comment prior to the 
public hearing. Additional scoping 
meetings will be arranged as necessary. 

To ensure that the full range of issues 
related to this proposed action are 
addressed, and all significant issues 
identified, comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 
Comments or questions concerning this 
proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the FHWA at the address. 
provided above. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 


regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 

Issued: April 3, 1991. 
C. Gienn Clinton, 
District Engineer, Sacramento, California. 
[FR Doc. 91-8545 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M 


Office of Drug Enforcement and 
Program Compliance 


[Notice 91-9] 
Availability of U.S. Department of 


Transportation Drug Testing 
. Procedures Handbook 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, 
Department of Transportation. 

NOTICE: .U.S. Department of 
Transportation Drug Testing Procedures 
Handbook’s availability through the 
Government Printing Office (GPO). 


summary: The Office of the Secretary of 


Transportation announces the 
availability of its recently published 
Department of Transportation (DOT) 
Drug Testing Procedures Handbook, 
through the U.S. Government Printing 
Office (GPO). This handbook provides 
transportation employers and services 
that support DOT mandated drug 
testing, with a practical guide to the 
DOT regulatory framework for 
mandatory drug testing. The Drug 
Testing Custody and Control Form, used 
to document and track urine specimen 
collection is also available from the 
GPO, 

DATES: The U.S. Department of 
Transportation Drug Testing Procedures 
Handbook will be available through the 
Government Printing Office beginning 
May 1, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donna Smith, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Office of the Secretary, 
Office of Drug Enforcement and Program 
Compliance, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20590; telephone 
number 202-366-3784. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 1, 1989, the Department of 
Transportation's Office of the Secretary 
issued a final rule, 49 CFR part 40, 
“Procedures for Transportation 
Workplace Drug Testing Program”. The 
final rule concerns testing procedures 
applicable to drug testing programs the 
Department requires in transportation 
industries, In October 1990, the Office of 
the Secretary of Transportation 
published a-DOT Drug Testing 
Procedures Handbook as a guide for 
understanding the U.S. Department of _ 
Transportation's (DOT) regulatory 
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framework for mandatory drug testing of 
sensitive-safety and security related 
employees in America’s transportation 
network. DOT is making the Handbook 
available through the GPO at a cost of 
$15.00 per handbook, under Stock 
Number 050-000-00538-1. The 
Handbook contains three manuals: 
Employer's Guide to 49 CFR part 40; 
Medical Review Officer (MRO) Guide: 
and Urine Specimen Collection 
Procedures Guide. 


Appendix A to 49 CFR part 40, 
December 1, 1989, contains a sample 
Drug Testing Custody and Control Form 
for use in the DOT mandated drug 
testing programs. This form (OMB No. 
2105-0522) is also available from the 
GPO. The Custody and Control Form is 
available in a 6- or 7-copy form printed 
on carbonless manifold paper. The 6- 
copy form is used for specimen 
collections when only one specimen is 
processed for testing. The 7-copy form is 
used when a split specimen collection 
procedure option is used for DOT 
mandated testing. The 6-copy form is 
sold in packages of 50 for $20.00 under 
GPO Stock No. 050-000-00-529-1; and 
the 7-copy form, also sold in packages of 
50 for $20.00, is available under GPO 
Stock No. 050-000-00-530-5. If the 6- 
copy form is temporarily out-of-stock, 
the 7-copy form may be used for single 
specimen collections by simply. 
discarding the seventh copy and 
indicating on the other copies that a 
split specimen was not collected. 

The above materials may be ordered 
from the GPO by calling 202-783-3238 or 
by writing: Superintendent of 
Documents, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, DC 20402-9325. 

Issued this 3rd day of April, 1991, at 
Washington, DC. 

Robert A. Knisely, 
Director, Office of Drug Enforcement and 
Program Compliance, Office of the Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 91-8471 Filed 4-10-91; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-62-m 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 


Office of Hazardous Materials Safety; 
Applications for Exemptions 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: List of applicants for 
exemptions. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application - 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation's 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
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CFR part 107, subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Transportation has 
received the applications described 
herein. Each mode of transportation for 
which a particular exemption is 
requested is indicated by a number in 
the “Nature of Application” portion of 
the table below as follows: 1—Motor 
vehicle, 2—Rail freight, 3—Cargo vessel, 


DPC Industries, Inc., Houston, TX | 49 CFR 174.67(i)() 


This notice of receipt of applications 
for new exemptions is published in 
accordance with part 107 of the 
Hazardous Materials Transportations 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 1.53(e)). 


Issued in Washington, DC, on April 5, 1991. 
J. Suzanne Hedgepeth, 
Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Exemptions and 
Approvals. 
[FR Doc. 91-8480 Filed 4~10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-60-™ 


Office of Hazardous Materials Safety; 
Applications for Modification of 

.. Exemptions or Applications To 
Become Party to Exemption 


AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 

ACTION: List of applications for 
modification of exemptions or 
applications to become a party to an 
exemption. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
froy 1 the Department of Transportation's 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR part 107, subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Safety has 
received the applications described 
herein. This notice is abbreviated to 
expedite docketing and public notice. 
Because the sections affected, modes of 
transportation, and the nature of 
application have been shown in earlier 
Federal Register publications, they are 
not repeated here. Requests for 


4—Cargo-only aircraft, 5—Passenger- 

carrying aircraft. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 

or before May 13, 1991. 

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Dockets 

Branch, Research and Special Programs, 

Administration, U.S. Department of 

Transportation, Washington, DC 20590. 
Comments should refer to the 

application number and be submitted in 


New EXEMPTIONS 
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triplicate. If confirmation of receipt of 
comments is desired, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard showing 
the exemption application number. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Copies of 
the applications are available for 
inspection in the Dockets Branch, room 
8426, Nassif Building, 400 7th Street, 
SW., Washington, DC. 


To authorize the use of non-DOT specification IMO Type 5 
portable tanks for transportation of corrosive material. (modes 


1, 2, 3). 


To authorize the manufacture, marking and selling of bulk 
containers 


(modes 1, 2, 3, 4). 
To authorize chlorine filled tank cars to stand with unloading 
connections attached 


during unloading without the physical 


presence of an unloader. (mode 2). 


modifications of exemptions (e.g. to 
provide for additional hazardous 
materials, packaging design changes, 
additional mode of transportation, etc.) 
are described in footnotes to the 
application number. Application 
numbers with the suffix “X” denote a 
modification request. Application 
numbers with the suffix “P” denote a 
party to request. These applications 
have been separated from the new 
applications for exemptions to facilitate 
processing. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before April 26, 1991. 


ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Dockets Unit, 
Research and Special Programs, 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Washington, DC 20590. 
Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. If confirmation of receipt of 
comments is desired, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard showing 
the exemption number. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:Copies of the 
applications are availabe for inspection 
in the Dockets Unit, room 8426, Nassif 
Building, 400 7th Street SW., 
Washington, DC. 


2 To authorize an additional commodity classed as 
a, to for an additional 
a saree provide 





This notice of receipt of applications 
for renewal of exemptions and for party 
to an exemption is published in 
accordance with part 107 of the 
Hazardous Materials Transportations 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 1.53{e)). 

Issued in Washington, DC, on April 5, 1991. 
J. Suzanne Hedgepeth, 

Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Exemptions and 
Approvals. 


{FR Doc. 91-8481 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-60-™ 





Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings 

under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. &. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e}(3). 


nse 
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 


DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, April 16, 1991, 
10:00 a.m. 


PLACE: 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 


STATUS: This Meeting Will Be Closed to 
the Public. 


(TEMS TO BE DISCUSSED: 


Compliance matters pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 
§ 437g. 

Audits conducted pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g, 
§ 438(b), and title 26, U.S.C. 

Matters concerning participation in civil 
actions or proceedings or arbitration. 

Internal personnel rules and procedures or 
matters affecting a particular employee. 


DATE AND TIME: Thursday, April 16, 1991, 
10:00 a.m. 


PLACE: 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. (Ninth Floor). 


STATUS: This Meeting Will Be Open to 
the Public. 


ITEMS TO BE DISCUSSED: 

Advisory Opinion 1991-5—Todd Campbell 
for Tennessee Democratic Party (continued 
from April 11, 1991) 

Petition of Rulemaking filed by the 
Association of State Democratic Chairs 

Status of Regulations Projects 

Administrative Matters 


PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: 
Mr. Fred Eiland, Press Officer, 
Telephone: (202) 376-3155. 

Delores Harris, 

Administrative Assistant, Office of the 
Secretariat. 

[FR Doc. 91-8641 Filed 4~9-91; 11:57 am] 
BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 


U.S. RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
Notice of Public Meeting 


Notice is hereby given that the 
Railroad Retirement Board will hold a 
meeting on April 16, 1991, 9:00 a.m., at 
the Board's meeting room on the 8th 
floor of its headquarters building, 844 
North Rush Street, Chicago, Illinois, 
60611. The agenda for this meeting 
follows: 


(1) Travel Policy 

(2) Proposed Revisions to B.O. 75-4, Travel 

(3) RRB Budget Process 

(4) Committees at the Railroad Retirement 
Board (Proposed Board Order 75-2) 

(5) B.O. 75-2, Section 14 

(6) a Current Events Speech for 
Board S 

(7) Use een transcript of Board meeti 

(8) RRB Procedures for SES and GM/GS 
13-15 Vacancies (B.O. 75-1, Section 1 and 
B.O. 75-3, Section IT) 

(9) Travelers’ Medicare Contract 

(10) Regulations—Parts 202 and 301, 
Employers Under the Railroad Retirement 
Act and Railroad Unemployment insurance 
Act 

(11) Regulations—Part 203, Employees 
Under the Act 

(12) Regulations—Part 255, Recovery of 
Overpayments 

(13) Regulations—Part 259.1, Initial 
Determinations with Respect to Employer 
and Employee Status 
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(14) Regulations—Part 320, Initial 


Determinations Under the Railroad 
Unemployment Insurance Act and Review of 
and Appeals from Such Determinations 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public. The person to contact for more 
information is Beatrice Ezerski, 
Secretary to the Board, COM No. 312~ 
751-4920, FTS No. 38-4920. 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Beatrice Ezerski, 
Secretary to the Board. 
[FR Doc. 91-8607 Filed 4-89-01; 9:06 am] 
BILLING CODE 7005-01-24 


STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 

TIME AND DATE: 

9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., April 26, 1991 

9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., April 27, 1991 
PLACE: The Grand Hotel, Point Clear, 
Alabama 36564. 

STATUS: The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Portions Open to the Public: Discussion of 
possible revised grant procedures, anti-drug 
grant program; and reauthorization issues. 

Portions Closed to the Public: 
Discussion of internal personne! issues. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: David I. Tevelin, 
Executive Director, State Justice 
Institute, 1650 King Street, Suite 600, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314, (703) 684- 
6100. 

David L. Tevelin, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 91-8683 Filed 4-98-91; 12:35 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6820-SC-M 
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Corrections 


corrections are issued as signed 
documents and appear in the appropriate 
document categories elsewhere in the 
issue. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 
21 CFR Part 357 


[Docket No. 81N-0022] 
RIN 0905-AA06 


Phenylpropanolamine Hydrochioride 
for Over-the-Counter Weight Control 
Use; Safety and Effectiveness 
Discussion; Public Meeting and 
Reopening of the Administrative 
Record 


Correction 


In proposed rule document 91-7517 
beginning on page 13295 in the issue of 
Monday, April 1, 1991, make the 
following correction: 

On page 13297, in the 3rd column, in 
the 20th line, “misuse” was misspelled. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Publit Heaith Service 


42 CFR Part 57 
RIN 0905-AD06 


Nursing Student Loan Program 
Correction 


In rule document 91-7839 beginning on 
page 13768 in the issue of Thursday, 
April 4, 1991, make the following 
correction: 

On page 13772, in the second column, 
in amendment number 11, in the fifth 
line, “and” should read “as”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Public and indian Housing 


[Docket No. N-91-3236; FR 2952-N-01] 


FY 91 Notice of Fund Availability 
(NOFA), Invitation for Applications: 
Public Housing Development/Major 
Reconstruction of Obsolete Public 
Housing 


Correction 


In notice document 91-7421 beginning 
on page 13246 in the issue of Friday, 


Federal Register 
Vol. 56, No. 70 


Thursday, April 11, 1991 


March 29, 1991, make the following 
correction: 


On page 13247, in the second column, 
under 4. Application Submission and 
Deadline., in paragraph a., in the last 
line, “May 29, 1991.” should read “May 
28, 1991.”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 


Trade Show; IRS Electronic Tax Filing 
National Conference and Exhibition 


Correction 


In notice document 91-5825, appearing 
on page 10458, in the issue of March 12, 


1991, make the following corrections: 


In the third column, under 
ADDRESSES:, in the second line, “2788” 
should read “2799”; in the fourth line, 
“3545” should read “3645”; and in the 
seventh line, “Poydros” should read 
“Poydras”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-D 





Thursday 
April 11, 1991 


Department of 
Housing and Urban 
Development 


Office of the Assistant Secretary 


24 CFR Part 888 
Fair Market Rent Schedules; Proposed 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 


Housing-Federal Housing 
Commissioner 


24 CFR Part 888 
(Docket No. N-91-3245; FR-3011-N-01) 


Section 8 Housing Assistance 
Payments Program-Fair Market Rent 
Schedules for Use in the Existing 
Housing Certificate Program, Loan 
Management and Disposition 
Programs, Moderate Rehabilitation 

_ Program and Housing Voucher 
Program 


AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing-Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed Fair Market Rents. 


SUMMARY: Section 8(c)(1) of the United 


States Housing Act of 1937 requires the 
Secretary to publish Fair Market Rents 
(FMRs} periodically, but not less 
frequently than annually, to be effective 
October 1 of each year. The 
Department's regulations at 24 CFR part 
888 provide a notice and comment 
process for developing FMRs. Today's 
document proposes the FMRs for FY- 
1992. The proposal would amend FMR 
schedules for the section 8 Existing 
Housing Certificate Program (part 882, 
subparts A and B), including space 
rentals by owners of manufactured 
homes under the section 8 Existing 
Housing Certificate Program (Part 882, 
subpart F); the section 8 Moderate 
Rehabilitation Program (part 882, 
subparts D and E); the section 8 existing 
housing assisted under part 886, 
subparts A and C (section 8 loan 
management and property disposition © 
programs). In addition, FMRs are used 
to determine payment standard 
schedules in the Housing Voucher 
Program. 

DATES: Comments are due: June 10, 1991. 
ADDRESSES: Interested person are 
invited to submit comments to the Rules 
Docket Clerk, Office of General Counsel, 
room 10276, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street, 
SW., Washington, DC 20410-0500. Each 
comment should include the 
commenter’s name and address and 


must refer to the docket number 
indicated in the heading of this Notice. 
To expedite processing, each commenter 
is requested to simultantously submit a 
copy of its comment to the Economic 
and Market Analysis Staff in the 
appropriate HUD Field Office. A copy of 
each comment submitted to the Rules 
Docket Clerk will be available for public 
inspection during regular business hours 


at the above address. 


As a convenience to commenters, the 
Rules Docket Clerk will accept brief 
public comments transmitted by 
facsimile (“FAX”) machine. The 
telephone number of the FAX receiver is 
(202) 708-4337. (This is not a toll-free 
number.) Only public comments of six or 
fewer total pages will be accepted via 
FAX transmittal. This limitation is 
necessary to assure reasonable access 
to the equipment. Comments sent by 
FAX in excess of six pages will not be 
accepted. Receipt of FAX transmittals 
will not be acknowledged, except that 
the sender may request confirmation of 
receipt by calling the Rules Dacket Clerk 
at (202) 708-2084 or, for the hearing- or 
speech-impaired, at TDD (202) 708- 
3259). These are not toll-free numbers. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cecelia D. Livingston, Rental Assistance 
Division, Office of Elderly and Assisted 
Housing, telephone (202) 708-3887. For 
technical information on the 
development of schedules for specific 
areas or the method used for the rent 
calculations, contact Michael] R. Allard, 
Economic and Market Analysis 
Division, Office of Economic Affairs, 
telephone (202) 708-0577. (These are not 
toll-free numbers.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


Section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (the Act) (42 U.S.C. 1437f) 
authorizes a housing assistance program 
to aid lower income families in renting 
decent, safe, and sanitary housing. 
Assistance payments are limited by Fair 
Market Rents (FMRs) (or payment 
standards based on FMRs in the 
Housing Voucher Program) established 
by HUD for different areas. In general, 
the FMR for an area is the amount that 
would be needed to rent privately 
owned, decent, safe, and sanitary rental 
housing of a modest (non-luxury) nature 
with suitable amenities. 
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The FMRs proposed in this Notice 
govern the following Section 8 Housing 
Assistance Payments Program: The 
section 8 Existing Housing Certificate 
Program under part 882 (subparts A and 
B}, including space rentals by owners of 
manufactured homes (subpart F), the 
Moderate Rehabilitation Program under 
part 882 (subparts D and E), the section 
8 Housing Assistance Program for 
Projects with HUD-insured or HUD-held 
Mortgages under part 886 (subpart A), as 
well as for existing housing under the 
section 8 Housing Assistance Program 
for the Disposition without Substantial 
Rehabiliatation of HUD-owned Projects 
under part 886 (subpart C). In addition, 
FMRs are used to establish payment 
standards for the Housing Voucher 
Program. 


II. Procedures for the Development of 
FMRs 


Section 8(c) of the Act requires the 
Secretary of HUD to publish FMRs 
periodically, but not less frequently than 
annually. The Department's regulations 
provide that HUD will develop FMRs by 
publishing proposed FMRs for public 
comment, analyzing the public comment, 
and publishing final FMRs. (See 24 CFR 
888.115) Final FY-1992 FMRs will be 
published on or before October 1, 1991, 
as required by section 8(c)(1) of the Act. 


IH. Fair Market Rent Schedules 


This document proposes revised 
FMRs, which reflect estimated rent 
levels as of April 1, 1992. Schedules at 
the end of this document list the FMR 
levels for Existing Housing (Schedule B) 
and Manufactured Home Spaces in the 
Section 8 Existing Housing Certificate 
Program (Schedule D). FMRs for the 
Moderate Rehabilitation Program are 
120 precent of the Schedule B Existing 
Housing Fair Market Rents (see 24 CFR 
882.408(a) and 888.113(e)(1)). The FMR 
for a Single Room Occupancy (SRO) unit 
in the Section 8 Existing Housing 
Certificate Program is 75 percent of the 
zero-bedroom FMR listed in Schedule B. 
The FMR for an SRO. unit in the 
Moderate Rehabiliation program is 75 
percent of the Moderate Rehabilitation 
FMR for zero-bedroom unit. The 
payment standard amount for an SRO 
unit in the Housing Voucher Program is 
75 percent of the zero-bedroom FMR 
listed in Schedule B or the HUD 





Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April 11, 1991 / Proposed Rules 


approved community wide exception 
rent. 


IV. Method Used to Develop FMRs 


FMRs are gross rent estimates; they 
include shelter rent plus the cost of all 
utilities, except telephone. The criteria | 
used by HUD in developing the FMRs 
are: (1) The 45th percentile rent (that is, 
the rent below which 45 percent of the 
standard quality rental housing units are 
distributed); (2) Rents based on units 
occupied by recent movers (households 


who moved within two years before the . 


date of the survey data used in these 


calculations); and (3) Exclusion from the ; 


data base of public housing units and 
recently completed housing (units built 
within two years of the survey dates). 
(See 24 CFR 888.113.) e 

In establishing the proposed FMRs, 
HUD uses the most accurate data 
available. Data used to compute the FY- 
1992 FMRs include the 1980 Census 
data, post-1980 American Housing 
Survey (AHS) data and reliable area 
specific data submitted by public 
commenters. 

The proposed FMRs were calculated 
by updating last year’s final FMRs one 
additional year to April 1, 1992 based on 
the most recent CPI data available on 
average annual changes for rents and 
for utilities. The FMRs have been 
calculated for each Primary 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA), 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), 
and nonmetropolitan county. 

This year’s proposed FMRs 
incorporate the results of the 1989 
metropolitan area AHSs, covering 12 
areas. Based on a case-by-case analysis 
of these surveys, seven areas will 
receive the normal CPI adjustment, four 
areas will receive catch-up increases 
that are larger than the CPI change, and 
one area, Phoenix, Arizona, has a 
proposed decrease in its FMRs. The four 
areas with larger than normal increases 
are: Fort Worth, Texas; Los Angeles, 
California; Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Minnesota; and Washington, DC. 

In the FY-1991 Annual Adjustment 
Factors published on December 18, 1990 
(55 FR 51996), the Department 
announced that the CPI for the West 
Census Region was a more appropriate 
basis for the nonmetropolitan areas of 
Alaska than the CPI for Anchorage. This 
determination by the Department has 
also been incorporated into the 
proposed FMRs for the nonmetropolitan 
FMR areas of Alaska. 

The final FY-1991 FMRs for the 
Pittsburgh, PA PMSA, published on 
October 1, 1990 (55 FR 40044, 40045), 
were caluculated other than in 
accordance with the applicable 
regulations at 24 CFR 888.113, because 


of the need to comply with an August 23, 
1990 United States District Court Order 
issued in Kyte v. Housing-Authority of 
the City of Pittsburgh. This year's 
proposed FMRs for Pittsburgh have been 
calculated in accordance with § 888.113, 
which requires HUD to use the most 
accurate data available. The 
Department, therefore, is using the most 
recent AHS. As a result, the proposed 
FY=1992 FMR for Pittsburgh is $14 less 
than the final FY-1991 FMR. 

This year’s proposed FMRs for 
manufactured home spaces were 
calculated by updating last year’s FMRs 
to April 1, 1992, using the most current 
average annual change in the CPI 
residential rent data for rents exclusive 
of utilities. 


V. Request for Comments 


The Department seeks public 
comment on FMR levels for specific 
areas. Comments on FMR levels must 
include sufficient information (including 
local data and a full description of the 
methodology used) to justify any 
proposed changes. Changes may be 
proposed in all or any of the unit sizes 
on the schedule. Recommendations and 
supporting data must reflect the rent 
levels that exist within the entire market 
area (Metropolitan Statistical Area, 
Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area, 
or nonmetropolitan county). 

The Department has developed a FMR 
survey approach based on a type of 
Random Digit Dialing (RDD) telephone 
survey methodology. This survey 
provides a statistically reliable means 
fot obtaining FMR estimates for areas 
that have a sufficient number of Section 
8 units under contract to justify the 
individual survey cost of $15,000 to 
$25,000. The RDD survey technology is 
based on a sampling technique that 
makes use of computers to select a 
totally random sample, dial and keep 
track of the phone numbers, tabulate 
responses, and determine the reliability 
of the results. The RDD approach was 
tested in three AHS areas and yielded 
results that were nearly identical to the 
AHS rents. 

PHAs that plan to use this survey 
technique may obtain a copy of the 
“PHA Guide to Conducting a Fair 
Market Rent (FMR) Telephone Survey” 
by calling HUD USER on 1-800-245- 
2691. This package contains information 
on: (1) how to decide whether to conduct 
a rent survey; (2) selecting a contractor; 
and (3) nonitoring the contract. In 
addition, there are example copies of a 
request for bids letter and a contract 
package, the survey questionnaire and 


-interviewer training manual, and a 


detailed explanation of the 
methodology. After a contract is 
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awarded, these surveys can normally be 
completed within two to three months. 
The hardware and the timing of staff 
utilization require that these surveys be 
conducted by contractors staffed with 
professional statisticians experienced in 
this field. 

Use of the RDD survey methodology is 
not mandated. If it is not cost feasible to 
undertake a professional survey (RDD 
or comparable alternative), locally 
obtained data are acceptable so long as - 
they are statistically representative of 
prevailing rent levels in the FMR area. 
Local rent surveys must show the 45th 
percentile rent levels. The data must 
exclude units built within the last two 
years of the survey, should include only 
standard quality rental housing units, 
should not be drawn solely from vacant 
units, and should approximate the same 
proportion of units by structure type (for 
example, highrise or single family 
detached) and date of construction as 
exists in the total local inventory. Since 
the FMR data base uses only units 
occupied by recent movers, which are 
difficult to identify and survey, the 
Department will accept surveys of all 
units and apply a recent mover 
adjustment. In addition, commenters 
should specify the data the rent data 
were collected so that the Department 
can apply an appropriate trending factor 
to update these estimates to April 1, 
1992. 

Rent surveys that cover only two- 
bedroom units are acceptable if rent 
proposals for other size units are 
consistent with established HUD 
differentials by bedroom size, of if other 
pertinent data are supplied to support 
the proposals for other size units. When 
three- and four- bedroom units are 
surveyed, the following procedure must 
be used to determine appropriate FMR 
proposals: (1) Determine the 45th 
percentile rents for the three- and four- 
bedroom units surveyed, (2) multiply the 
45th percentile three-bedroom rent by 
1.087 to determine the three-bedroom 
FMR, and (3) multiply the four-bedroom 
rent by 1.077 to determine the four- 
bedroom FMR. The use of these factors 
will produce the same upward 
adjustments in the rent diffentials by 
bedroom size as those applied to the 
rent differentials for three- and four- 
bedroom units in the HUD methodology. 


VI. Other Matters 


A Finding of No Significant Impact 
with respect to the environment required 
by the National Environmental Policy 
Act (42 U.S.C. 4321-4374) is 
unnecessary, since the statutorily 
required establishment and review of 
fair market rents is categorically 
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excluded from the Department's 
National Environment Policy Act 
procedures under 24 CFR 50.20(1). 

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) (the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act), the Undersigned hereby 
certifies that this Notice does not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, 
because FMRs reflect the rents for 
similar quality units in the area. 
Therefore, FMRs do not change the rent 
from that which would be charged if the 
unit were not in the section 8 program. 

This document does not constitute a 
“major rule” as that term is defined in 
section 1{b) of Executive Order 12291 on 
Federal Regulations issued on February 
17, 1981. Analysis of the document 
indicates that it does not (1) have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; (2) cause a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3) 
have a significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under Executive 
Order No. 12606, The Family, has 
determined that this proposal would not 
have a significant impact on family 
formation, maintenance, or well-being. 
The proposal would amend Fair Market 
Rent schedules for various section 8 
assisted housing programs. 

The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under section 6{a) of 


Executive Order No. 12611, Federalism, 
has determined that this proposal would 
not involve the preemption of State law 
by Federal statute or regulation and 
would not have Federalism implications. 
The Fair Market Rent schedules do not 
have any substantial direct impact on 
States, on the relationship between the 
Federal government and the States, or 
on the distribution of power and 
responsibility among the various levels 
of government. 

The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance Program number is 14.156, 
Lower-Income Housing Assistance 
Program (section 8). 

Accordingly, the Fair Market Rent 
Schedules are proposed to be amended 
as follows: 


Dated: April 2, 1991. 
Arthur J. Hill, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for Housing- 
Federal Housing Commissioner. 


Section 8 Fair Market Rent Schedules 
for Use in the Existing Housing 
Certificate Program, Loan Management 
and Property Disposition Programs, 
Moderate Rehabilitation Program and 
Housing Voucher Program Schedules B 
& D—General Explanatory Notes 


1. Geographic Coverage 


a. FMRs for Existing Housing 
(Schedule B) are established for all 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 
Primary Metropolitan Statistical Areas 
(PMSAa), nonmetropolitan counties, and 
county equivalents in the United States, 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, and Guam. FMRs also 
are established for nonmetropolitan 
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parts of counties in the New England 
states. 

b. FMRs for Manufactured Home 
spaces in the Section 8 Certificate 
Program (Schedule D) are established 
for all MSAs, PMSAs, selected 
nonmetropolitan counties, and the 
residual nonmetropolitan portion of 
each State. 

c. The current 341 MSAs and PMSAs 


_are those established by the Office of 


Management and Budget. 


2. Arrangement of FMR Areas and 
Identification of Constituent Parts 


a. The FMR areas in Schedules B and 
D are listed alphabetically by MSA- 
PMSA and nonmetropolitan county 
within each State. 

b. The constituent counties (and New 
England towns and cities) included in 
each MSA and PMSA are listed 
immediately following the listings of the 
FMR dollar amounts. All of the 
constituent parts of an MSA that are in 
more than one State can be identified by 
consulting the listings for each 
applicable State. 

c. Two nonmetropolitan counties are 
listed alphabetically on each line of the 
nonmetropolitan county listings. 

d. The New England towns and cities 
included in a nonmetropolitan part of a 
county are listed immediately following 
the county name. 

e. The FMRs are listed by dollar 
amount on the first line beginning with 
the FMR area name. 

(These rent schedules will not be 
codified in title 24 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations.) 


BILLING CODE 4210-27-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Office of Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services 


Educational Media Research, 
Production, Distribution and Training 

meamenek Funding Priorities 

AGENCY: Department of Education. 

ACTION: Notice of final funding priorities 

for Educational Media Research, 


Production, Distribution and Training 
Program. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary announces 
final funding priorities for grants under 
the Educational Media Research, 
Production, Distribution and Training 
Program for Fiscal Year 1991. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: These priorities take 
effect either 45 days after publication in 
the Federal Register or later if the 
Congress takes certain adjournments. If 
you want to know the effective date of 
these priorities, call or write the 
Department of Education contact 
person. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph Clair, Division of Educational 
Services, Office of Special Education 
Programs, U.S. Department of Education, 
400 Maryland Avenue SW. (Switzer 
Building, Room 4620-2644), Washington, 
DC 20202. Telephone: (202) 732-4503. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
31, 1990 at 55 FR 31148, the Secretary 
published in the Federal Register a 
Notice of Proposed Funding Priorities for 
fiscal year 1991, for certain program 
competitions under the Education of the 
Handicapped Act (since redesignated as 
the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (IDEA)). 

A notice requesting transmittal of 
applications under the Final priorities 
included in this notice is published in 
this issue of the Federal Register. 

In response to the Secretary's 
invitation in the proposed priorities, 
nine parties submitted comments. An 
analysis of the comments and of 
changes in the priorities follows. 


Analysis of Comments and Changes 


Priority 1: Closed-Captioned Local and 
Regional Programming 

Comment: Three comments were 
received. Two commenters expressed 
concern about the wide-spread use of 
electronic or automated news-room 
systems in lieu of live, real-time 
captioning. While cost effective, 
electronic or automated systems are not 
conducive to captioning live reports or 
late-breaking news. These commenters 
also raised concerns about the accuracy 
of captioning on local and regional 


programs. Suggestions were made on 
how the guality of electronic news 
captioning end the stenocaptioners’ 
skills could be assessed and improved. 
One commenter noted the proliferation 
of local news captioning through solely 
private sector support, and, therefore, 
suggested that instead of continuing to 
support new local and regional 
programs as priorities, limited Federal 
funds should be used to support 
additional captioned national television 
programming. 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
the accuracy and quality of closed- 
captioned programming is of great 


importance. Analyses of previous grants ~ 


under this priority, as well as concerns 
expressed by consumers, suggests the 
need for improved strategies to ensure 
quality and accuracy in captioning. The 
Secretary also recognizes the 
proliferation of captioned local news 
programs and the range of te i 
approaches and sources of funding 
represented by these programs. Through 
another funding mechanism the 
Secretary intends this year to support a 
project that will explore the range of 
strategies for implementing and 
supporting captioned local news and for 
ensuring the quality and accuracy of 
captioned local news. The Secretary 
does not intend to support new projects 
for local news until the results of this 
activity can be analyzed and used in 
formulating these projects. 

es: in response to the concerns 
raised by the commenters, the Secretary 
has withdrawn this proposed priority for 
fiscal year 1991. 
Priority 2: Closed-Captioned Sports 

Comments: Comments were received 
from five sources. Most comments 
supported the flexibility offered by the 
priority, which proposed to support one 
or more cooperative agreements. The six 
comments proposing changes are 
summarized below: 

1. One commenter suggested one 
award per major league sport and 
separate grants to cover sports programs 
not associated with a major league 
franchise, such as sports programs using 
a magazine format. 

2. One commenter recommended that 
the possibility of franchise changes be 
anticipated. 

3. Another commenter suggested that 
criteria to be used to select sports 
programming include availability of 
programming to national audiences and 
popularity. 

4. Suggestions were made to include 
basic and pay cable networks, 
“superstations”, pay-per-view, and 
syndicated or one-time-only 
programming under this priority. 
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5. One commenter recommended that 
the Department include in its funding 
priority a provision stating that projects 
funded must include assurance that 
Government funds will not be a 
substitute for previously committed 
private funds. Other commenters 
requested that the applicants include the 
per hour rate to be charged to the grant 
as well as to their source of funding. 

6. Finally, one commenter noted that, 
to date, there has been no experience 
with captioning of sporting events 
through any means except real-time or 
off-line and suggested that the 
Department carefully examine the 
capabilities of applicants who propose 
to caption through alternative means. 


Discussion 


1. The priority as proposed may 
support more than one cooperative 
agreement. Projects may also specify a 
single major league sport for captioning 
or multiple sports. However, the 
Secretary believes that the priority 
wording should be changed to facilitate 
making multiple awards, each covering 
a limited area. 


2. The Secretary agrees that the 
possibility of changes in franchise 
should be considered by the applicant. 


3. Projects are required to provide the 
criteria for selecting programming. The 
Secretary does not believe that the 
criteria should be specified in the 
priority. 

4. The priority as proposed allows 
captioning of network programs, which 
includes commercial broadcast and 
cable networks. This does not preclude 
possible captioning of pay cable, 
including pay-per-view. However, the 
Secretary believes that this could be 
stated more clearly in the priority, and 
that “superstations” and syndicated 
programming should be added. 

5. While the Secretary encourages 
private sector funding, he does not 
consider it workable to require private 
sector support as a factor in selecting 
programs. Further, the Secretary has 
concerns about denying access to 
individuals who are deaf to major 
sporting events because of shifts in 
private sector funding. However, the 
Secretary believes that additional 
information on the per hour rate would 
allow him to determine the cost 
effectiveness of particular applications. 

6. The Secretary agrees that methods 
of captioning besides live, real-time, and 
off-line have not been sufficiently tested 
at this time. 
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Changes 


1. The priority has been modified to 
require that projects specify the sporting 
events and programming for captioning. 

2. The priority has been modified to 
require that projects include a plan for 
accommodating shifts in franchise 
holders. 

3. No change. 

4. Changes have been made to clarify 
the inclusion of programming for a 
broader range of sources. 

5. Changes have been made to require 
information on the per hour rate for 
programs captioned under these 
projects. 

6. The priority has been modified to 
limit captioning to live, real-time, and 
off-line. 


Priority 3: Special Research, 
Development and Evaluation Projects 

Comments: Five comments were 
received. Two commenters suggested 
that the research on benefits of 
captioning technology be conducted by 
other than current captioning agencies 
and that results be disseminated to the 
networks, as well as the public-at-large. 
One commenter suggested that projects 
under categories A and B be modified to 
focus on young deaf children and adults, 
respectively. One commenter pointed 
out the ambiguity of the terms 
“educational television” and 
“educational media”. Two commenters 
advocated the inclusion of cued speech 
in the research priorities. 

Discussion: This competition is open 
to all eligible applicants and cannot be 
restricted. Research results will be made 
available to.all interested parties. The 
distinction between categories A and B 
was not intended to be an age 
distinction, but rather to separate 
projects focusing on individuals with 
deafness exclusively from those 
focusing on individuals with other | 
disabilities. The term “educational 
media” is defined in program regulations 
at 34 CFR Part 332.4 as “these media 
used for educational purposes”. The 
term “educational television” means 
television programming used for 
educational purposes. The special 
projects focus on uses of media and 
technology as defined in program 
regulations and in the IDEA. Fhis would 


modified to delete “deaf” from category 
B and by adding the term literacy to 
category A. The priority has also been 
clarified as described above. 


Priority 4: Descriptive Video 
Comments: Six comments were 
received. Five expressed support for 
priorities in this area, though two felt 
this should be limited to research and 
evaluation type of activities. One 


commenter suggested that the current 


service continue, but research and 
“debugging” occur before descriptive 
video is expanded to commercial 
networks, cable, and home video. Two 
commenters addressed the need to 
develop a cost-efficient technical system 
for descriptive video delivery that can 
be implemented without the need for 
extensive equipment modification by 
networks and without the need for 
costly changes in the design of 
television receivers. The sixth 
commenter expressed strong concern 
about the ability of the national 
commercial networks to handle 
descriptive video, economically or 
systematically, under current 
circumstances and suggested that the 
term “commercial television” be deleted 
from the priorities. Finally, one 
commenter pointed out that the term 
DVS is a registered trademark, and 
should not be used. 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
further research, development, and 
evaluation, related to described video 
technology demand and cost, is needed. 
This will be carried out through other 
funding mechanisms. Based on the 
comments received as well as the 
results of a recent congressionally 
mandated evaluation of descriptive 
television, the term “commercial 
television” has been dropped from the 
priority. 

Changes: The term “commercial 
television” has been dropped. The term 
DVS has been changed to descriptive 
video, consistent with the recent 


‘congressional reauthorization of the Act 


(IDEA). 

Title of Program: Educational Media 
Research, Production, Distribution and 
Training Program. 

CFDA No.: 84.026. 

Purpose: To promote the educational 
advancement of persons with 
disabilities by providing assistance for: 
(a) conducting research in the use of 
educational media for persons with 
disabilities; (b) producing and 
distributing educational media for the 
use of persons with disabilities, their 
parents, their actual or potential 
employers, and other persons directly 
involved in work for the advancement of 
persons with disabilities; and {c} 


‘training persons in the use of 
educational media for the instructions ef - 


persons with disabilities. 


Priorities: The Secretary establishes 
the following priorities for the 
Educational Media, Production, 
Distribution, and Training Program, 
CFDA No. 84.026. in accordance with 
the Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) at 
34 CFR 75.105{c){3), the Secretary will 
give an absolute preference under this 
program to applications that respond to 
the following priorities; that is, the 
Secretary will select for funding only 
those applications proposing projects 
that meet one or more of these priorities. 


Priority 1: Closed-Captioned Sports 
Programs (CFDA No. 84.026) 


This priority supports one or more 
cooperative agreements for the closed- 
captioning of major sports programs 
broadcast nationally, so that persons 
who are deaf or hard of hearing will 
have access to sports commentaries and 
other audio information during televised 
sports events. These projects will offer 
persons with hearing impairments 
access to shared cultural experiences in 
which sports play a large part. Projects 


must: 


(1) Specify major or popular sporting 
events and programming for captioning, 
including major league c 
and other programming broadcast 
nationally, as well as programs not 
associated with a league or franchise 
and provide the criteria used to select 
sports programming. In selecting sports 
programming, projects must take into 
account the projected distribution rights 
across commercial broadcast networks, 
cable networks, “super stations” and 
distributors of syndicated programming 
and must have agreement from major 
broadcast networks, cable networks, 
superstations, and distributors to permit 
captioning of their programs, including a 
plan for accommodating shifts in 
franchise holders. 

(2) Determine the number and type of 
television programming hours to be 
captioned, using funds from this 
program, the number of hours projected 
to.be captioned using funds from other 
sources, including matching funds, or in- 
kind contributions, and the projected 
.cost per hour. 

{3) Determine the method of 
captioning flive, real-time, offine) te be 
used for each hour of sports 
programming. 

(4) Determine the type and use of 
back-up systems that wifl ensure 
successful, timely captioning services. 
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Priority 2: Special Research, 
Development and Evaluation Projects 
(CFDA 84.026) 


This priority supports projects to 
expand the effective uses of captioning 
to enhance the reading skills of 
individuals who are deaf or hard of 
hearing, to enhance the literacy skills of 
individuals with disabilities, to explore 
captioning features that make captioning 
a more effective tool in extending 
general television programming to 
persons with disabilities, and to expand 
the range of experiences available to 
individuals who are hearing impaired 
through adapted media and technology. 
Projects supported by this priority cover 
four categories: 

(A) Projects that explore and test uses 
of captioning to determine those that are 
effective in developing or improving 
reading and literacy skills of individuals 
who are deaf or hard of hearing; 

(B) Projects that explore and test uses 
of captioned television and videos to 
determine those that are effective in 
improving literacy skills of a broad 
range of individuals with disabilities, 
particularly those who are learning 
disabled, or individuals with disabilities 
who also have limited proficiency in 
English; 

(C) Projects that compare and contrast 
captioning features such as verbatim 
captioning versus edited captioning, 
location of captions, highlighting of 
captions, variable fonts, variable 
captioning rates, for extending 
captioned television to a broad range of 
viewers with disabilities and to a broad 
range of purposes; including, but not 
limited to, persons with hearing 
impairments; and 

(D) Projects that adapt and test the 
effectiveness of a range of media and 
technologies, including captioned 
educational television, adapted 
computer software, and adapted video 
discs for improving the range of 
educational experiences, options, and 
environments for individuals who are 
deaf or hard of hearing. (The terms 
media and educational television are 
defined at 34 CFR 332.4). The Secretary 
may fund one or more applications in 
each of these four categories. Projects 
must: 

(1) Focus on one of the four categories 
listed above: 

(2) Conduct investigations using 
methodological procedures that will 
produce unambiguous findings regarding 
the impact and relative effectiveness of 
various captioning efforts, educational 
media, and advanced technologies; 

(3) Include dissemination activities 
designed to facilitate the extension of 
improved captioning services and uses 


to consumers with disabilities, 
including, but not limited to, persons 
with hearing impairments and under 
category D, improve the range of 
educational experiences and options; 
and 

(4) Evaluate the dissemination 
activities to determine their 
effectiveness in reaching and impacting 
on the intended target populations. 

Projects must (1) address a specific 
problem or issue; (2) select specific 
activities or technologies to test, 
compare, or adapt based on previous 
research or evaluations; (3) target a 
particular population of individuals with 
disabilities; and (4) carry out an 
evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
selected activities or technologies. 
Project information must be 
disseminated to relevant clearinghouses 
and technical assistance organizations. 


Priority 3: Descriptive Video (CFDA 
84.026) 


This priority supports cooperative 
agreements for the establishment and 
delivery of descriptive video for 
individuals who are visually impaired. 
The purpose of descriptive video is to 
make media more accessible to 
individuals with visual impairments. 
The projects funded under this priority 
must: 

(1) Identify, select, and implement 
effective methods and technologies for 
providing descriptive video programs or 
movies. These must include methods 
and technologies for recording, 
transmission, and reception of 
descriptive video and must be specific 
as to the activities and equipment that 
will be required; 

(2) Develop criteria for selecting 
programs to be video described and 
made available; 

(3) Determine the number of hours of 
descriptive video programs or movies 
made available over public or cable 
television or through home video during 
each year of the three-year period; 

(4) Obtain agreement from 
participating producers and distributors 
to permit video description and 
transmission; 

(5) Implement a comprehensive 
outreach effort to inform intended 
consumers of the service and steps 
necessary to access it, and other 
activities necessary to sustain the 
service such as educating stations and 
producers and promoting their 
participation and contributions; and 

(6) Evaluate the effectiveness of the 
methods and technologies used in 
providing descriptive video as well as 
barriers encountered and the impact on 
the intended target populations. 
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Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1451, 
1452. 


Intergovernmental Review 


This program is subject to the 
requirements of Executive Order 12372 
and the regulations in 34 CFR Part 79. 
The objective of the Executive Order is 
to foster an intergovernmental 
partnership and a strengthened 
federalism by relying on processes 
developed by State and local 
governments for coordination and 
review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance. 

In accordance with the order, this 
document is intended to provide early 
notification of the Department's specific 
plans and actions for these programs. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

Number 84.026, Educational Media Research, 

Production, Distribution and Training 

Program) ’ 
Dated: April 5, 1991. 

Lamar Alexander, 

Secretary of Education. 


[FR Doc. 91-8476 Filed 4~10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


[CFDA No.: 84.026] 


Notice Inviting Applications for New 
Awards Under the Educational Media 
Research, Production, Distribution, 
and Training Program 


Purpose of program: To promote the 
educational advancement of persons 
with disabilities by providing assistance 
for: (a) conducting research in the use of 
educational media for persons with 
disabilities; (b) producing and 
distributing educational media for the 
use of persons with disabilities, their 
parents, their actual or potential 
employers, and other persons directly 
involved in work for the advancement of 
persons with disabilities; and (c) 
training persons in the use of 
educational media for the instruction of 
persons with disabilities. 


Note: The estimates of funding levels and 
awards in this notice do not bind the 
Department of Education to a specific level of 
funding or number of grants, unless the 
amount is otherwise specified by statute or 
regulation. 


Eligible applicants: Profit and 
nonprofit public and private agencies, 
organizations, and institutions may 
apply for an award under this part. 

Priorities: The priorities for this 
program are published in a separate part 
of this issue of the Federal Register. 
Applicants are referred to that part of 
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the publication for a description of the Applications available: April 18, 1991. 
priorities. 


TITLE OF PROGRAM: EDUCATIONAL MEDIA RESEARCH, PRODUCTION, DISTRIBUTION AND TRAINING 
[Application notices for fiscal year 1991] 


Title and CFDA No. 


Closed-Captioned Sports Programs (CFDA 84.026A) 5/20/91 7/22/91 

Special Research, Development and Evaluation 6/6/91 8/5/91 
Projects (CFDA 84.026R). 

Descriptive Video (CFDA 84.026B) 6/6/91 8/5/91 


1 Under this priority, as written, a single award could be made for an estimated total of up to $750,000. 


Applicable regulations: (a) 
Educational Media Research, 
Production, Distribution and Training, 34 
CFR Part 332, and (b) The Education 
Department General Administrative 
Regulations (EDGAR), 34 CFR parts 74, 
75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85, and 86. 

For applications or information 
contact: Joseph Clair, Division of 
Educational Services, Office of Special 
Education Programs, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW. 
(Switzer Building, Room 4620-2644), 
Washington, DC 20202. Telephone: (202) 
732-4503; TDD (202) 732-1169. 


Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1451, 1452. 
_ Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Robert R. Davila, 


Assistant Secretary, Office of Special 
Education and Rehabilitative Services. 
[FR Doc. 91-8477 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 
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AGENCY: Department of Education. 
ACTION: Notice of final funding 
priorities. 


summary: The Secretary announces 
final funding priorities for fiscal year 
1991 for the Technology, Educational 
Media, and Materials for Individuals 
with Disabilities Program. This program 
is administered by the Office of Special 
Education Programs. The Secretary 
announces these priorities to ensure 
effective use of program funds and to 
direct funds to areas of identified need 
during fiscal year 1991. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: These priorities take 
effect either 45 days after publication in 
the Federal Register or later if the 
Congress takes certain adjournments. If 
you want to know the effective date of 
these priorities, call or write the 
Department of Education contact 
person. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Linda Glidewell, Division of Innovation 
and Development, Office of Special 
Education Programs, Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.., 
(Switzer Building, room 3095—M/S 
2313-2640), Washington, DC 20202. 
Telephone: (202) 732-1099. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this program is to support 
projects and centers for advancing the 
availability, quality, use, and 
effectiveness of technology, educational 
media, and materials in the education of 
children and youth with disabilities and 
the provision of related services and 
early intervention services to infants 
and toddlers with disabilities. In 
creating part G, Congress expressed the 
intent that the projects and centers 
funded under that part should be 
primarily for the purpose of enhancing 
research and development advances 
and efforts being undertaken by the 
public or private sector, and to provide 
necessary linkages to make more 
efficient and effective the flow from 
research and development to 
application. 


Analysis of Comments and Changes 


In response to the Secretary's 
invitation in the notice of proposed 
priorities published on September 25, 
1990 (55 FR 39251), four comments were 
received. One commenter supported all 
three priorities as published. An 
analysis of the other comments and of 
the changes in the priorities since 


publication of the notice of propesed 
priorities follows. 


Educational Implications of Using 
Assistive Technology 


(Priority 1) 


Comment: As published, the priority 
emphasizes studies of how assistive 
technology is currently used to enhance 
the educational experiences of students 
with disabilities, and the 
implementation issues that must be 
addressed to make optimal use of 
assistive technologies for educating 
children with disabilities. One 
commenter eee —— 
priority emphasize promoting 
ensuring access to assistive technologies 
when individual education programs are 
developed so that more students could 
benefit from them. Conversely, another 
commenter called this priority a 
“welcome shift in emphasis,” because of 
the focus “on the daily use of assistive 
technology by students with disabilities, 
rather than just the acquisition of 
devices.” 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 

access to assistive technology 
is critical, and the Department 
addresses this concern through activities 
funded by the Technology Related 
Assistance for Individuals with 
Disabilities Act (Pub. L. 100-407) which 
is administered by the Rehabilitation 
Services Administration within the 
Department. Increasing access ta 
assistive technology has also been 

i added to the list of 

authorized activities in part G by the 
Education of the Handicapped 
Amendments of 1990. Part G has funded 
a broad range of activities to promote 
the availability, quality, and use of 
technology for children with disabilities. 
Moreover, in recent years, part G funded 
a number of projects to develop models 
of interagency cooperation designed to 
enhance access to assistive 
technologies. However, the Secretary 
also believes that documenting effective 
uses of assistive technologies, ways in 
which their use could be enhanced, and 
their impact on children with disabilities 
are critical activities. The studies to be 
funded by the priority will increase the 
likelihood that children with disabilities 
will have access to technologies that are 
used well and have the intended 
benefits. © 

Changes: None. 

Comment: One commenter asked for 
clarification on what could be included 
in “the full range of approaches to 
documentation and description of - 
practices, and the dissemination of 
study findings.” The commenter 
suggested that in order for the studies to 


be useful to decisionmakers, 
professional and advocacy 

nizations, and recipients of grants 
under the Technology Related 
Assistance Act (Pub. L. 100-407) they 
might want to include videotape 
documentation, or other media, as well 
as vignettes “that make more concrete 
the needs of children with disabilities, 
and how these technologies assist 
them.” 
Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
clarifying the full range of approaches to 
documentation, description, and 
dissemination, including the use of 
videotape, other media, or vignettes 
would enhance the dissemination of 
study findings. 

Changes: The priority has been 
modified to clarify that projects are 
allowed to use a full range of 
approaches to disseminate study 
findings. 


Comment: One commenter suggested 
that the priority include an examination 
of the role of the multidisciplinary 
“technology team” in the daily 
management and use of assistive 
technology and in “improving and 
sustaining the long-term use of 
technologies by students with 
disabilities.” 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
the roles and responsibilities of service 
providers are a critical component of the 
effective use of assistive technologies. 

Changes: The roles and 
responsibilities of service providers 
have been added as components of the 
research focus section of the priority. 


Center To Advance the Use of 
Technology, Media, and Materials in 
Specially Designed Instruction for 
Children With Disabilities 

(Priority 2); and 

Center To Advance the Quality of 
Technology, Media, and Materials for 


Providing Special Education and Related 
Services to Children With Disabilities 
(Priority 3) 

Comment: One commenter did not 
support either center priority because 
the commenter felt neither center 
included consideration of assistive 
technology. 

Discussion: The term “technology” in 
both priorities is intended to encompass 
assistive technologies. 

Changes: The two center priorities 
have been modified to clarify that both 
instructional and assistive technologies 
are included in the scope of the projects. 

Comment: One commenter asked for 
clarification or definition of the terms 
“technology, media, and materials.” 
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Discussion: The Secretary 
acknowledges that there is overlap 
among these three statutory terms. Since 
the technology field is changing so 
rapidly, it is extremely difficult to 
prescribe definitions that endure for 
indefinite periods of time. However, as 
noted above, the term “technology” has 
been clarified to include both 
instructional and assistive technologies, 
and to encompass the broad range of 
hardware and software applications. 

Changes: The two center priorities 
have been modified to clarify that both 
instructional and assistive technologies 
are included in the scope of the projects. 

Comment: One commenter requested 
that the Secretary clarify that Priority 2 
“includes the consideration of a full 
range of communication mechanisms 
* * *" including “in-person contact, 
print interactions and procedures * * * 
electronic networks, and computer or 
telephone based conferencing.” 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
the full range of communication 
mechanisms are to be encouraged in 
order to best achieve the goals of 
fostering ongoing participation of 
audiences who are targets of the 
centers. 

Changes: Both priorities 2 and 3 have 
been modified to clarify that the full 
range of communication mechanisms 
are to be encouraged. 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that priority 2 be clarified 
to include the “full range of print and 
media formats, without preimposed 
limits, for the dissemination of center 
findings to members of networks that 
the center supports.” 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
the effective exchange, dissemination, 
and use of center findings will involve a 
full range of formats. 

Changes: Both priorities 2 and 3 have 
been modified to include a full range of 
formats for the exchange, dissemination, 
and use of center findings. 

Comment: One commenter proposed 
specific ways in which the two centers 
proposed in priorities 2 and 3 should 
coordinate their activities. 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
collaboration between the two centers is 
desirable, and although the proposed 
priorities provided for that 
collaboration, the language could be 
strengthened. 

Changes: Specific language has been 
added to priorities 2 and 3 so that each 
center will develop mechanisms to 
foster awareness of activities, 
participate in activities, and engage in 
joint planning activities. 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that the center described 
in priority 3 be “specifically assigned 


the responsibility to investigate and 
develop strategies by which research- 
based instructional methods can be 
incorporated into the design of 
technology, media, and materials 
products to improve their instructional 
and educational quality.” 

Discussion: The Secretary agrees that 
these strategies are an important focus, 
and that an emphasis on research-based 


- instructional methods would pervade 


many of the activities designed to 
enhance the quality of technology, 
assistive technology, media, and 
materials. 

Changes: The center’s research 
analyses and syntheses activities have 
been modified to include an emphasis 
on the development of strategies by 
which research-based instructional 
methods can be incorporated into the 
design of products to improve their 
instructional and educational quality. 

Comment: One commenter requested 
clarification of the statement “These 
studies may use both qualitative and 
quantitative techniques, and must 
incorporate both the review and 
syntheses of extant information as well 
as the design and implementation of 
center-initiated studies,” which is found 
in both priorities 2 and 3 under the 
section on conducting research analyses 
and syntheses. 

Discussion: The scope of activities to 
be conducted by these centers precludes 
collection of a large amount of new 
information. The emphasis of center- 
initiated studies will be on analysis of 
extant information and small-scale 
information gathering activities. 

Changes: None. 

Comment: One commenter 
recommended that the centers to be 
funded under priorities 2 and 3 be called 
“National Centers.” 

Discussion: The centers address 
national issues and concerns, and will 
sponsor activities and produce 
information with broad applicability 
across the country. However, the 
Secretary does not believe that the 
designation in the title will make a 
substantive change in the stature of 
these centers or how they are used. 

Changes: None. 


Priorities 


The Secretary establishes the 
following funding priorities for the 
Technology, Educational Media, and 
Materials for Individuals with 
Disabilities Program, CFDA No. 84.180. 
In accordance with the Education 
Department General Administrative 
Regulations (EDGAR, 34 CFR 
75.105(c)(3)), the Secretary gives an 
absolute preference under this program 
to applications that respond to the 


14815 


following priorities; that is, the 
Secretary selects for funding only those 
applications proposing projects that 
meet one of these priorities. 


Priority 1: Educational Implications of 
Using Assistive Technology (CFDA 
84.180R) 


This priority supports studies that 
describe and explain how assistive 
technologies are used to achieve 
educational goals for students with 
disabilities. These goals are allowing 
greater access to learning environments 
and enhancing the range and 
effectiveness of learning experiences. 


Issue 


During the past few years, technology 
advances have increased the potential 
to integrate children with disabilities in 
educational and other domains of daily 
life, and to improve their educational 
experiences. Technological advances 
have enabled many children with 
disabilities to communicate more 
effectively, to control their 
environments, and to achieve greater 
mobility. A great deal of effort, research 
knowledge, and technical expertise 
continue to go into developing new 
technologies and technology 
applications to improve the lives of 
children with disabilities. Yet, as with 
all technological advances, their 
existence does not ensure that students 
will reap opiimal benefits from new 
technologies. Many challenges face 
children with disabilities, their parents, 
teachers, and related services personnel 
in using technology effectively to 
achieve educational goals. Technology 
assistance has been growing, but there 
is a lack of information on how 
technology has been integrated into the 
full range of school-related activities, 
what issues have arisen with regard to 
its use, and the effects of using assistive 
technology on a broad range of 
outcomes. 


Research Focus 


This priority supports studies that 
describe and explain how assistive 
technologies are used to achieve 
educational goals for students with 
disabilities. These goals are allowing 
greater access to learning environments 
and enhancing the range and 
effectiveness of learning experiences. 
The studies supported by this priority 
must document the experiences of 
children who are using assistive 
technology in educational settings. In 
addition to documenting the benefits of 
using assistive technologies, studies 
must document intended and 
unintended implications or challenges 
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that are encountered in the daily 


the experiences of children, these 
studies must document critical 
components of effective technology use. 
Some examples of those components 
are: (1) The abilities and preparation of 
teachers, beth special education and 
regular teachers, and other personnel, to 
operate and maintain the assistive 
technologies and the procedures that are 
available when the equipment breaks 
down; (2} the methods that teachers and 
other school personnel use to manage 
the greater diversity of students in their 
classrooms that results from the 
integration of students who use assistive 
technologies (these methods could 
include approaches to classroom 
organization and grauping of students 
when classes include students who are 
aided by assistive technologies); (3) the 
way in which assistive technologies fit 
with the primary activities of 
instruction, such as teaching content, 
skills, cognitive strategies (this could 
include an examination of media and 
materials and their compatibility with 
assistive technologies, as well as the 
implications of using assistive 
technologies for the activities of 
professional personnel who must convey 
knowledge and skills to students); (4} 
the roles and responsibilities of service 
providers from different disciplines, and 
teams of those service providers, in the 
daily management and use of assistive 
technology; and (5) the implications for 
effective home-school collaberation, as 
well as for communication among all of 
the service previders and agencies that 
must address the needs of students who 
use assistive technologies. 

Studies must not only describe how 
technologies are used by individual 
students, their parents and service 
providers, but must also document the 
outcomes of technology use in school 
and related settings. Assistive 
technology has the potential to expand 
opportunities for learning, productivity, 
social interactions, and personal 
fulfillment of students with disabilities. 
The studies supported by this priority 
must carefully examine a range of 
outcomes of using assistive 
technologies, including the broad 
educational experiences of the student, 
including academic performance as well 
as social and emotional outcomes: 
Studies must describe a such 
as those between students with 
disabilities and other students, their 
family members, teachers, or other 
service providers. Significant social and 
individual outcomes must be measured. 
For example, self-coneept and self- 


efficacy, and control over the 
environment, are among important 
outcomes to consider. This priority is 
concerned with the implications of the 
use of technology on all aspects of the 
child and his or her environment— 
integration in least restrictive settings; 
organization of the classroom; 
instruction; curriculum; teacher 
preparation; peer interaction; home- 
school collaboration; communication 
among all service ; school 
achievement; attitudes of teachers, 
parents and nondisabled students. 

Project research goals. The following 
research goals are central to these 
studies and must be addressed in the 
studies, although projects will differ in 
their relative emphasis on these goals or 
others that researchers will wish to 
focus on: (1) Describe how assistive 
technologies are used in educational 
and related settings, the challenges and 
implications of these technologies 
related to teaching content, skills and 
strategies, and how these technologies 
affect the educational experiences of 
children with disabilities; (2) analyze the 
benefits of using technologies and the 
difficulties encountered in using them 
and any negative effects; and (3) 
determine the effects of using assistive 
technologies on a broad range of 
outcomes. In determining these effects, 
projects may need to develop or adapt 
appropriate outcome measures. Project 
designs and methodologies will differ 
depending on the relative emphasis 
given to these or other research goals, 
the needs of students who are being 
studied, and the technologies that they 
are using. 

In all cases, if appropriate, projects 
must include input from teachers, 
related service professionals, parents, 
and children with disabilities. Their 
input must be sought in developing the 
project’s conceptual framework or 
hypotheses, design, methodology, and 
choice of instruments, protocols or other 
forms of data collection. 

Sample and methods. Each study must 
select a number of students for purposes 
of observation with differing functional 
and technology needs. To the extent 
possible, projects must select students 
who differ by age. Optimally, the 
students in the sample will attend a 
range of educational settings and 
placements so that comparisons can be 
made among them. Students must be 
observed in their usual educational 
settings during a large portion of the 
school year. Students must also be 
observed as they pariicipate in 
extracurricular activities, as well as in 
home and community settings. 
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Each study may employ a range of 
methodologies and measures. 
Qualitative, case study, or observational 
approaches are an essential component 
of each project. For example, projects 
must involve tracking children through 
their day and over time during the 
school year to document their 
experiences using assistive technologies. 
In keeping with their research 
objectives, projects must select or 
develop measurement instruments or 
other methodological approaches that 
will adequately describe the 
experiences of children with disabilities. 
their family members, and service 
providers in using technologies. If 
appropriate, and depending on the 
projects’ conceptual framework, projects 
must consider and analyze relationships 
among variables of interest to the 
researchers. 

Rigorous qualitative methodologies 
are acceptable, but journalistic or 
anecdotal descriptions are insufficient. 
Studies that develop new instruments or 
outcome measures, or adapt existing 
ones to this study, must pilot them for 
traditional psychometric properties as 
well as content, understanding and 
administrative feasibility with service 
providers, parents and children. 

Collaboration among projects. 
Projects supported under this priority 
must collaborate with one another in 
order to achieve a collective and 
cumulative advancement in knowledge. 
Projects must collaborate to identify a 
core of research questions, variables, 
and approaches. While aggregation of 
data across projects is not anticipated, 
projects are expected to share initial 
hypotheses, compare approaches to 
measurement, explore the feasibility of 
using similar measures, where 
appropriate, identify critical features of 
effective uses of assistive technology, 
and identify critical issues of policy and 
practice. 

Before the end of the project period, 
the Department will determine whether 
or not to fund an optional six additional 
months. The purpose of the optional 
period is to permit project personnel 
supported under this competition to 
collaboratively document their joint 
findings and implications for advancing 
knowledge and improving practice and 
programs. 

Products and dissemination. Projects 
must produce: (1) Descriptions of the 
benefits and possible unintended effects 
and challenges of using assistive 
technologies to enhance the educational 
experiences of children with disabilities; 
(2) analyses of the range of 
implementation issues and barriers, and 
suggested actions for improving the 
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daily management and use of the 
technologies; and (3) guidance for 
teachers, students, parents, and 
administrators related to achieving 
effective use of assistive technologies by 
and for children with disabilities. 
Projects that developed new outcome 
measures must find appropriate methods 
of informing the research community 
about them. Projects must analyze and 
disseminate findings in a manner useful 
to State and local administrators, 
teachers, and service providers, parents, 
and students if appropriate. In addition, 
findings must be in a form to be 
disseminated to individuals who are in 
key positions to make decisions about 
the uses of technology for the education 
of students with disabilities. Projects 
must disseminate their results to 
relevant national centers, appropriate 
professional and advocacy 
organizations, and recipients of grants 
undei ihe Technology Related 
Assistance Act (Pub. L. 100-407). 
Documenting and describing the uses of 
assistive technology, and disseminating 
study findings can involve a full range of 
approaches. For example, videotape or 
other media, or the use of vignettes that 
make more concrete the needs of 
children with disabilities and how 
technologies assist them, might be 
appropriate for particular audiences. 


Priority 2: Center to Advance the Use of 
Technology, Media, and Materials in 
Specially Designed Instruction for 
Children With Disabilities (CFDA 
84.180N) 


This priority supports one cooperative 
agreement to establish a center that will 
examine and promote the effective use 
of technology, media, and materials in 
providing special education, related 
services, and early intervention to meet 
the unique needs of children with 
disabilities. The term “technology” 
encompasses the broad range of 
hardware and software applications. 
Both instructional and assistive 
technologies are included in the center’s 
mission. The center is intended to 
promote effective educational 
experiences and inclusion in a full range 
of educational experiences so that 
children with disabilities can achieve 
enhanced learning, productivity, self- 
fulfilment, and social relationships with 
others. The center's activities and 
products must identify critical issues 
and effective practices, and must 
advance the professional development 
of special education, related services, 
early intervention, and regular 
education personnel so that they can 
effectively use technology, media, and 
materials to achieve better results for 
children with disabilities. 
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Issue 


Effective use of technology, media, 
and materials is critical to support two 
aspects of the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). First, 
the Act defines the term “special 
education” to mean “specially designed 
instruction * * * to meet the unique 
needs of a child with a disability.” Other 
components of the Act express the 
intent of Congress to support programs 
that address the unique instructional 
and related needs of children with 
disabilities. 

Second, part B of the Act provides 
that “to the maximum extent 
appropriate, children with disabilities 
* * * are educated with children who 
are not disabled, and that * * * removal 
of children with disabilities from the 
regular educational environment occurs 
only when the nature or severity of the 
disability is such that education in 
regular classes with the use of 
supplementary aids and services cannot 
be achieved satisfactorily.” 

While much progress has occurred 
during the past 14 years in implementing 
the procedural features of the Act, there 
is a growing awareness of the need to 
examine and improve the practice and 
outcomes of special education. The 
ability of special education and related 
services personnel to provide specially 
designed instruction as well as to 
provide the supplementary aids and 
services necessary to maintain children 
in regular education settings can depend 
heavily on the effective use of 
technology, media, and materials. 
Special education and related services 
personnel must be knowledgeable about 
existing products and how to use them 
in order to provide effective educational 
experiences for children with 
disabilities. These experiences are the 
foundation for enabling and empowering 
children with disabilities to achieve 
better results. 

Teachers and students spend more 
than 80 percent of their class time 
engaged with, or in discussion related 
to, textbooks, media, and materials. 
Instructional technology also has 
assumed a critical role for students with 
disabilities. Assistive technology has 
enabled students, many with severe 
disabilities, to be provided a free 
appropriate public education in the least 
restrictive environment. Yet, many 
products that are used or could be used 
in educational settings are not designed 
to fit the needs of students with 
disabilities. Teachers and other 
professionals need the skill and 
expertise to be able to align technology, 
media, and materials with instructional 
activities and curriculum demands to 
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effectively meet the learning 
needs of children with disabilities, to 
design effective educational experiences 
for them, and to afford them maximum 
access to and inclusion in a full range of 
educational experiences. 

Part G of the Act authorizes grants 
and contracts to advance the 
availability, quality, and use of 
technology, media, and materials in the 
education of children with disabilities. 
The Division of Innovation and 
Development (DID) in the Office of 
Special Education Programs (OSEP) has 
funded many projects for this purpose. 
The effective use of technology, media, 
and materials by special education and 
related services personne] continues to 
require significant attention. If used 
well,technology, media, and materials 
can assist teachers and related services 
personnel to provide specially designed 
instruction, and to enhance access to the 
full range of educational activities, thus 
enabling professionals to achieve better 
results for children with disabilities. 


Activities 


The purpose of this priority is to fund 
a cooperative agreement to support a 
center to advance the use of technology, 
media, and materials by special 
education, related services, and early 
intervention personnel. The center must 
address these goals by: 


(1) Developing a strategic framework and 
approach for activities that provide a 
foundation for aligning the use of technology, 
media, and materials with: (a) The needs of 
children with disabilities and their families; 
(b) the educational activities, curriculum, and 
instruction that are provided to children with 
disabilities; and (c) procedures used to 
provide special education, related services, 
and early intervention services, and promote 
access and inclusion in educational activities; 

(2) Conducting analyses and syntheses of 
research and practices that document current 
practices and identify the knowledge, skills, 
competencies, and working conditions 
necessary to effectively use technology, 
media, and materials in delivering specially 
designed instruction and promoting maximum 
access and inclusion of children with 
disabilities; 

(3) Providing networks and exchanges, and 
convening meetings and focus groups to 
review and advance special education, 
related service, and early intervention 
practice through effective use of technology, 
media, and materials; and 

(4) Developing and disseminating materials 
that provide guidance to those responsible for 
designing and delivering professional 
development activities, in preservice and 
inservice training and in technical assistance, 
to foster effective use of technology, media, 
and materials. 


Developing strategic framework and 
approach for activities. The activities of 
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the center must reflect a strategic 
framework that provides a foundation 
for aligning the use of technology, 
media, and materials with: (1) The needs 
of children with disabilities and their 
families; (2) the educational activities, 
curriculum, and instruction that-are 
provided to children with disabilities; 
and (3) procedures used to provide 
special education, related services and 
early intervention services and promote 
access and inclusion in educational 
activities. This framework.must be 
grounded in an analysis of desired 
outcomes for children with disabilities 
and the ways in which the effective use 
of technology, media, and materials 
could enhance these outcomes. 
Examples of desired outcomes for 
children with disabilities are: Improved 
learning, greater long-term productivity, 
more and better social relationships 
with others, and greater self-fulfillment 
and self-determination. The center's 
framework and approach should 
examine current and potential uses of 
technology, media, and materials to 
achieve these outcomes; areas where 
technology, media, and materials could 
be used more effectively to achieve 
these outcomes; barriers to the effective 
use of technology, media, and materials; 
and knowledge skills, competencies and 
decision rules that special education 
and related services personnel need to 
select, adapt, align and use technology, 
media and materials; and identify and 
promote uses of technology, media, and 
materials that achieve desired outcomes 
for children with disabilities. 

For each outcome, strategic goals and 
objectives must be identified. Potential 
activities that contribute to attaining 
goals and objectives also must be 
identified and criteria established for 
setting priorities among center activities. 
Annually, the objectives and proposed 
activities must be reviewed, and if 
required, modified or new initiatives 
proposed. The goals and objectives must 
be updated each year and must be the 
basis for delineating various center 
activities of research, development, 
meetings, and dissemination. 

Conducting research analyses and 
syntheses. The center must conduct or 
commission special studies to contribute 
to advancing the professional 
knowledge base for the effective use of 
technology, media, and materials. If 
appropriate, these studies must be 
related to the goals and objectives of the 
strategic framework and annual 
revisions. These studies may use both 
qualitative and quantitative techniques, 
and must incorporate both the review 
and synthesis of extant information as 
well as the design and implementation 


of center-initiated studies. Topics for 
studies might include, but need not be 
limited to: Documenting effective uses of 
technology, media, and materials by 
special education and related services 
personnel; synthesizing research 
findings about effective uses of 
technology, media, and materials; 
describing ways in which special 
education and related service 
professionals can achieve better 
alignment of technology, media, and 
materials with curriculum and 
instruction; and describing how 
technology, media, and materials can be 
used to achieve access and inclusion for 
children with disabilities. The center's 
studies, secondary analyses, or reviews 
must provide focus, parameters, and 
content direction for center materials 
that will provide guidance for the design 
and delivery of training and technical 
assistance activities, which will foster 
the development of special education, 
related service, and early intervention 
personnel. Thus, findings from studies 
conducted by the center must be 
interpreted and translated into 
principles, facts, and pragmatic 
approaches for advancing the 
effectiveness of knowledge and skills 
imparted to special education, early 
intervention, and related services 
personnel. 


Developing and supporting networks. 
The primary target audiences for center 
products and dissemination activities 
must be the trainers, State and local 
administrators, technology coordinators, 
media specialists, curriculum 
coordinators, and other relevant parties 
responsible for preparing and assisting 
special education, early intervention, 
and related services personnel to use 
technology, media, and materials. The 
center must establish and maintain 
contacts with institutions of higher y 
education, other organizations including 
recipients of grants under the 
Technology Related Assistance Act 
(Pub. L. 100-407), associations, agencies, 
and individuals who are involved in 
advancing the professional development 
of special education, related services, 
and early intervention personnel; and 
who can: (1) Participate in center efforts 
to identify and define effective 
practices; and (2) use and benefit from 
the information developed and 
disseminated by the center. The 
development and support of networks 
can be accomplished through the full 
range of communication mechanisms, 
including in-person contact, print 
interaction and procedures, use of 
mediums such as electronic networks, 
and computer or telephone-based 
conferencing. 


Federal Register / Vol. 56, No. 70 / Thursday, April 11, 1991 / Notices 


Fostering exchanges and convening 
meetings. The center must provide 
mechanisms for the timely exchange of 
ideas, information, and materials with 
trainers, administrators, technology, 
media, and curriculum coordinators, and 
other relevant parties involved in 
improving the professional capacities of 
special education, related services, and 
early intervention personnel to use 
technology, media, and materials. These 
mechanisms must include: (a) Planning 
and convening annual meetings to 
permit members of different target 
audience groups to interact, learn, and 
exchange information; and (b) designing 
and convening special focus groups, 
periodically throughout the project, to 
define and examine particular topics 
and issues. Exchanges of ideas, 
information, and materials may occur 
through a full range of communication 
mechanisms. In addition, the center 
must maintain the ongoing exchange of 
information with the Center to Advance 
the Quality of Technology, Media, and 
Materi2ais for Providing Special 
Education and Related Services to 
Children with Disabilities (see: Priority 
3, CFDA 84.180M). This ongoing 
exchange must include mechanisms for: 
sharing information about ongoing 
activities and resources, where 
appropriate; participation by each 


- center's staff in activities of the other; 


and joint planning activities. 

Dissemination. The center must 
prepare 3-5 dissemination activities per 
year for specified target audiences. 
These activities must reflect the 
information developed from research, 
evaluation, and synthesis activities of 
the center as well as the results and 
deliberations of meetings, and 
exchanges. The center may also 
commission papers on selected topics or 
issues that will provide particular 
assistance to advance the use and 
implementation of center findings by 
members of networks that the center 
supports. The center must establish 
effective procedures for engaging 
specified audiences in the exchange, 
dissemination and use of center 
materials. Dissemination planning, and 
involvement of target groups, must be 
initiated early in the development of 
materials to enhance their exchange and 
use. Formats for the exchange, 
dissemination, and use of center 
information can include videotape and 
other media formats as well as print 
formats, if appropriate. 


Time Frame 


The Secretary will approve a 
cooperative agreement with a project 
period of 36 months subject to the 
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requirements of 34 CFR 75.253(a) for 
continuation awards with an option for 
an additional two-year continuation. 
Activities in the first year must include: 
Staffing; refinement of the conceptual 
framework and approa 


production of reports; establishment of 
networks and exchanges; and convening 
of the first annual meetings and focus 
groups. 

At the outset of each subsequent year, 
the conceptual framework must be 
reviewed, topics and issues must be 
revised, and associated activities must 
be defined and implemented. Networks 
and exchanges must be continued, the 
annual meetings and any focus groups 
must be convened, and special studies 
must be implemented and reported. 

In determining whether to continue 
the center for the two option years, in 
addition to considering the factors in 34 
CFR 75.253(a), the Secretary will also 
consider the center’s performance to 
date and the added contribution that 
would accrue from the extension. 


Priority 3: Center to Advance the 
Quality of Technalogy, Media, and 
Materials ‘for Providing Special 
Education and Related Services to 
Children With Disabilities (CFDA 
84.180M) 


This one cooperative 


priority 
agreement to establish a center that will 


examine and promote the quality of 
technology, media, and materials in 
providing special education, related 
services, and early intervention to meet 
the unique needs of children with 
disabilities. The term “technology” 
encompasses the broad range of, 
hardware and software applications. 
Both instructional and assistive 
technologies are included in the center's 
mission. The center's focus on the 
quality of technology, media, and 
materials is intended to promote 
effective educational experiences and 
inclusion in a full range of educational 
experiences so that children with 
disabilities can achieve enhanced 
learning, productivity, self-fulfillment, 
and social relationships with others. The 
center’s activities and products must 
advance the knowledge of developers, 
producers, publishers, and distributors 
of technology hardware and software, 
media, and materials so that they can 
act to improve the quality of their 
developments and products to achieve 
better results for children with 
disabilities. 


Issue 


High quality technology, media, and 
materials are critical to support two 


aspects of the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). First, 
the Act defines the term “special — 
education” te mean “ 

instruction * * * to meet the ee 
needs of a child with a disability.” Other 
components of the Act express the 
intent of Congress to support programs 
that address the unique instructional 
and related needs of children with 
disabilities. 

Second, part B of the Act provides 
that “to the maximum extent 
appropriate, children with disabilities 
* * * are educated with children who 
are not disabled, and that * * * removal 
of children with disabilities from the 
regular educational environment occurs 
only when the nature or severity of the 
disability is such that education in 
regular classes with the use of 
supplementary aids and services cannot 
be achieved satisfactorily.” 

The ability of special education and 
related services personnel to provide 
specially designed instruction as well as 
to provide the supplementary aids and 
services necessary to maintain children 
in regular education settings can depend 
heavily on the quality of technology, 
media, and materials that are available. 
Access to educational environments 
may depend on assistive technology, 
appropriate instructional technology, 
media, and materials that are adaptable 
to a wide diversity of learners. 
Specially-designed instruction also 
depends on the availability of a wide 
variety of high-quality technology, 
media, and materials that allow 
teachers and related services personnel 
to design effective educational 
experiences for children with 
disabilities. These experiences are the 
foundation for enabling and empowering 
children with disabilities to achieve 
better results. 

Teachers and students spend more 
than 80 percent of their class time 
engaged with, or in discussion related 
to, textbooks, media, and materials. 
Instructional technology also has 
assumed a critical role for students with 
disabilities. Assistive technology has 
enabled students, many with severe 
disabilities, to be provided a free 
appropriate public education in the least 
restrictive environment. Yet, many 
products that are used or could be used 
in educational settings are not designed 
to fit the needs of students with 
disabilities, or to enable special 
education and related services 
personnel to design effective 
educational experiences for them. 
Improving the quality of technology, 
media, and materials requires 
knowledge of learner characteristics, 
expected outcomes, effective practices 


of teachers and related services 
personnel, and characteristics of the 
activities and settings in which 
technology, media, and materials are 
used. This knowledge is available from 
both researchers and practitioners. It 
would enable technology, media, and 
materials developers, producers, 
distributors, and publishers to design 
and produce better products in order to 
meet the needs of children and enhance 
the outcomes of their educational 
experiences. 

Part G of the Act authorizes grants 
and contracts to advance the 
availability, quality, and use of 
technology, media, and materials in the 
education of children with disabilities. 
The Division of Innovation and 
Development (DID) in the Office of 
Special Education Programs (OSEP) has 
funded many projects for this purpose. 
The quality of products to be used to 
provide special education and related 
services, as well as to achieve more 
effective access to and inclusion in a full 
range of educational activities continues 
to require significant attention. New 
products, or adaptations of existing 
products, must be designed to include 
features that will permit children with 
disabilities to effectively participate in 
the range of activities that they 
encounter in regular and special 
education settings. Technology, media, 
and materials must also be aligned with 
curriculum and instructional approaches 
in the classroom, must exist in great 
variety and be of high quality to 
facilitate the uniquely tailored, specially 
designed instruction that is a 
cornerstone of special education. Well- 
designed technology, media, and 
materials can greatly influence and 
support the decisions of teachers and 
related services personnel in providing 
specially designed instruction, in 
enhancing access and inclusion to the 
maximum extent appropriate for each 
child with a disability, and in achieving 
better results for children with 
disabilities. 

Activities 


The. purpose of this priority is to fund 
one cooperative agreement to support a 
center te advance the quality of 
technology, media, and materials used 
by students with disabilities and special 
education, related services, and early 
intervention personnel. The center must 
address these goals by: 


(1} Developing a strategic framework and 
approach for activities that provide a 
foundation for aligning the design of 
technology, media, and materials with: (a} 
The needs of children with disabilities and 
their families; (b) the educational activities, 
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curriculum and instruction that are provided 
to children with disabilities; and (c) the 
procedures used in providing special 
education, related services, and early 
intervention services, and promoting access 
and inclusion for children with disabilities; 

(2) Conducting analyses and syntheses of 
the quality of technology (hardware and 
software), media, and materials, as well as of 
research and practices related to serving 
children with disabilities that have 
implications for enhancing the quality of 
technology, media, and materials; 

(3) Providing networks and exchanges, and 
convening meetings and focus groups to 
review and exchange information about 
design features and educational approaches 
that have proven to be effective with children 
who are disabled and the implications of 
these for enhancing the quality of technology, 
media, and materials; and 

(4) Developing and disseminating materials 
which provide guidance to technology 
(hardware and software), media, and 
materials developers, producers, distributors, 
and publishers to facilitate the design of 
better products that permit children who are 
disabled access to educational settings and 
instruction, and that facilitate the provision 
of specially designed instruction. 


Developing strategic framework and 
approach for activities. The activities of 
the center must reflect a strategic 
framework that provides a foundation 
for aligning the design of technology, 
media, and materials with: (1) The needs 
of children with disabilities and their 
families; (2) the educational activities, 
curriculum and instruction that are 
provided to children with disabilities; 
and (3) the procedures used in providing 
special education, related services, and 
early intervention services, and 
promoting access and inclusion for 
children with disabilities. This 
framework must be grounded in an 
analysis of desired outcomes for 
children with disabilities and the ways 
in which high-quality technology, media, 
and materials could enhance these 
outcomes. Examples of desired 
outcomes for children with disabilities 
are: Improved learning, greater long- 
term productivity, more and better 
social relationships with others, and 
greater self-fulfillment and self- 
determination. The center’s framework 
and approach should examine the 
. availability and quality of technology, 
media, and materials that could achieve 
these outcomes; areas where 
technology, media, and materials could 
be designed to better achieve these 
outcomes; barriers to the availability 
and quality of technology, media, and 
materials, e.g., market size; and the 
knowledge that developers and 
publishers need to enhance the quality 
of their products; and identify and 
promote technology, media, and 
materials that encompass design 


features and educational principles that 
achieve desired outcomes for children 
with disabilities. 

For each outcome, strategic goals and 
objectives must be identified. Potential 
activities which contribute to attaining 
goals and objectives must be identified 
and criteria established for setting 
priorities among center activities. 
Annually, the objectives and proposed 
activities must be reviewed, and if 
required, modified or new initiatives 
proposed. The goals and objectives must 
be updated each year and must be the 
basis for delineating various center 
activities of research, development, 
meetings, and dissemination. 

Conducting research analyses and 
syntheses. The center must conduct or 
commission special studies to contribute 
to advancing the knowledge base for 
better product development. If 
appropriate, these studies must be 
related to the goals and objectives of the 
strategic framework and annual 
revisions. These studies may use both 
qualitative and quantitative techniques, 
and must incorporate both the review 
and synthesis of extant information as 
well as the design and implementation 
of center-initiated studies. Topics for 
studies would include, but need not be 
limited to, documenting the relevant 
characteristics of children with 
disabilities; the activities of special 
education teachers and related services 
personnel; research-based instructional 
methods and approaches that benefit 
children with disabilities; design 
features and educational principles of 
technology, media, and materials that 
are effective for children with 
disabilities; and the availability and 
quality of technology, media, and 
materials with features that would be 
needed by children with disabilities, 
their families, teachers, and related 
services personnel. The center's studies, 
secondary analyses, or reviews must 
provide focus, parameters, and content 
direction for center materials, that will 
provide guidance for the design and 
development of improved technology, 
media, and materials by developers, 
publishers and distributors. Thus, 
findings from studies conducted by the 
center must be interpreted and 
translated into principles, facts, and 
pragmatic approaches for advancing the 
availability and quality of technology, 
media, and materials. 

Developing and supporting networks. 
The primary target audiences for center 
products and dissemination activities 
must be technology (hardware and 
software), media, and materials 
developers, producers, distributors, and 
publishers and other relevant parties 
responsible for developing quality 
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technology, media, and materials. The 
center must establish and maintain 
contacts with commercial and not-for- 
profit publishers and distributors, 
developers, and producers who can use 
and benefit from the information 
developed and disseminated by the 
center. As appropriate, the center must 
include in its networks researchers, 
practitioners, individuals with 
disabilities and their families. 
Individuals from these groups can help 
to identify and clarify, the needs of 
children with disabilities, their teachers 
and related service providers. The 
development and support of networks 
can be accomplished through the full 
range of communication mechanisms, 
including in-person contact, print 
interaction and procedures, use of 
mediums such as electronic networks, 
and computer or telephone-based 
conferencing. 

Fostering exchanges and convening 
meetings. The center must provide 
mechanisms for the timely exchange of 
ideas, information, and materials with 
target audiences of the center involved 
in improving the quality of technology, 
media, and materials. These 
mechanisms must include: (a) Planning 
and convening annual meetings to 
permit members of different target 
audience groups to interact, learn, and 
exchange information; and (b) designing 
and convening special focus groups, 
periodically throughout the project, to 
actively define and examine particular 
topics and issues and the implications 
for the design of technology, media, and 
materials. Exchanges of ideas, 
information, and materials may occur 
through a full range of communication 
mechanisms. In addition, the center 
must maintain the ongoing exchange of 
information with the Center to Advance 
the Use of Technology, Media, and 
Materials in Specially Designed 
Instruction for Children with Disabilities 
(see: Priority 2, CFDA 84.180N). This 
ongoing exchange must include 
mechanisms for: Sharing information 
about ongoing activities and resources, 
if appropriate; participation by each 
center's staff in activities of the other; 
and joint planning activities. 

Dissemination. The center must 
prepare for 3-5 information 
dissemination activities per year for 
specified target audiences. The activities 
must reflect the information developed 
from research, evaluation, and synthesis 
activities of the center as well as the 
results and deliberations of meetings 
and exchanges. The center may also 
commission papers on selected topics or 
issues that will provide particular 
assistance to advance the use and 
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implementation of center findings by 
members of networks that the center 
supports. The center must establish 
effective procedures for engaging: 
specified audiences in the exchange, 
dissemination and use of center 
materials. Dissemination planning, and 
involvement of target groups, must be 
initiated early in the development of 
materials to enhance their exchange and 
use. Formats for the exchange, 
dissemination, and use of center 
information can include videotape and 
other media formats as well as print 
formats, if appropriate. 


Time Frame 


The Secretary will approve a 
cooperative agreement with a project 
period of 36 months subject to the 
requirements of 34 CFR 75.253(a) for 
continuation awards with an option for 
an additional two-year continuation. 
Activities in the first year must include: 
Staffing; refinement of the conceptual 
framework and approach; specification 
and implementation of initial research, 
synthesis, and development activities; 
production of reports; establishment of 
networks and exchanges; and convening 


of the first annual meetings and focus 
groups. 

At the outset of each subsequent year, 
the strategic framework must be 
reviewed, topics and issues must be 
revised, and associated activities must 
be defined and implemented. Networks 
and exchanges must be continued, ihe 
annual meetings and any focus groups 
must be convened, and special studies 
must be implemented. 

In determining whether to continue 
the center for the two option years, in 
addition to considering the factors in 34 
CFR 75.253(a), the Secretary will also 
consider the center’s performance to 
date and the added contribution that 
would accrue from the extension. 


Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1461. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number: 84.180, Technology, Educational 
Media and Materials for Individuals with 
Disabilities Program) 

Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Lamar Alexander, 
Secretary of Education. 
[FR Doc. 91-8478 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 
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[CFDA No.: 84.180] 


Technology, Educational Media and 
Materials for Individuals With 
Disabilities Program; invitations for 
Applications for New Awards for Fiscal 
Year 1991 


PURPOSE OF PROGRAM: To support 
projects and centers for advancing the 
availability, quality, use, and 
effectiveness of technology, educational 
media, and materials in the education of 
children and youth with disabilities and 
the provision of early intervention 
services and related services to infants 
and toddlers with disabilities. 


Note: The Department of Education is not 
bound by any estimates in this notice, except 
as otherwise provided by statute. 


APPLICABLE REGULATIONS: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR parts 74, 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 85, 
and 86; and (b) the regulations for this 
program in 34 CFR part 333. 


APPLICATIONS AVAILABLE: April 15, 1991. 


TECHNOLOGY, EDUCATIONAL MEDIA, AND MATERIALS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES PROGRAM 


Deadline for 
transmittal of 
applications 


Title & CFDA No. 


Educational implications of using assistive 
technology. 

(CFDA) 84.180R) 

Center to advance the use of technology, 
media, and materials in specially de- 
signed instruction for children with dis- 
abilities. 

(CFDA 84.180N) 

Center to advance the quality of technolo- 
gy, media, and materials for providing 
special education and related services to 
children with disabilities. 

(CFDA 84.180M) 


[Application notices for fiscal year 1991] 


Deadline for 


7 Available 
intergovernmental 
review funds 


5/24/91 7/23/91 


6/7/91 8/6/91 


6/7/91 8/6/91 


Estimated size of award(s) 


$780,000 | $156.000 ' per year. 


$500,000 | $500,000 ' per year 


Estimated No. | Project period 
of awards in months 


Up to 24. 


Up to 60. 


$500,000 | $500,000 ! per year. 


1 Amounts listed are the estimated funding levels for the first 12 months of the project(s). It is anticipated that the funding levels for the following year(s) will be 


the same as the first year. 


FOR APPLICATIONS OR INFORMATION 
CONTACT: Linda Glidewell, Division of 
Innovation and Development, Office of 
Special Education Programs, U.S. 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 


Avenue SW., (Switzer Building, room 
3524), Washington, DC 20202. 


Telephone: Linda Glidewell (202) 732- 
1099. (TDD) (202) 732-1169. 


Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1461. 


Dated: April 5, 1991. 
Michael E. Vader, 
Acting Assistant Secretary, Office of Special 
Education and Rehabilitative Services. 
[FR Doc. 91-8479 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Secretary 


[Docket No. N-91-3240; FR-3038-N-01] 


Fiscal Year 1991; Funding Availability 
(NOFAs), Plan for Publication, 
Application Processes, and Awards 
Announcements 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, HUD. 


ACTION: Schedule of HUD NOFAs for 
Fiscal Year 1991. 


sumMARY: The Department recently 
developed and instituted new 
procedures designed to govern the 
processing of HUD Notices of Funding 
Availability (NOFAs). Adherence to 
these procedures should result in 
streamlining the NOFA process, 
increasing HUD's effectiveness, and 
improving the delivery of HUD 
programs. This document provides a 
brief description of the new process. 
Additionally, it provides a schedule that 
sets forth target dates for each Fiscal 
Year 1991 NOFA, culminating in the 
announcement of funding awards. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Office of Housing: Eliot C. Horowitz, 
Attorney-Advisor to the Assistant 
Secretary, room 9224, (202) 708-0837 
Office of Community. Planning and 
Development: John C. Barnett, 
Director, Organization and 
Management Services Division, room 
7230, (202) 708-2087 
Office of Public and Indian Heusing: 
Casimir R. Bonkowski, Director, 
Office of Management and Policy, 
room 4224, (202) 708-0444 
Office of Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity: Jacquelyn Shelton, 
Director, Office ef Fair Housing 
Enforcement and-Sectien 3 
Compliance, room 5208, {202} 708-0836 
Alf of the above-listed persons are in 
the HUD headquarters office, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20410. The telephone numbers listed are 
not toll-free. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


A. HUD’s NOFA Procedures 


On January 2, 1991, Deputy Secretary 
Alfred A. DelliBovi announced new 
internal procedures to govern the NOFA 
process. The procedures were developed 
as part of HUD’s continuing efforts to 
enhance the efficiency of the funding 
awards process. They include the 
establishment of a planning schedule for 
the development and implementation of 
funding award programs, and are 


expected te prove valuable to HUD 
managers and to the public that the 
Department serves. HUD managers will 
be better able to coordinate staffing 
resources and delivery systems. The 
public will be apprised of all HUD! 
services as well as the timetable on 
which funds for these services will be 
awarded. 

The procedures apply to all NOPAs 
and address the development, 
publication, application review as welk 
as funding allocation phases ofthe 
NOFA process. They are designed to 
ensure NOFAs that are streamlined, 
efficient, and user-friendly. They wil? 
help HUD to provide and deliver 
services to the public in a timely 
fashion. 

Key features of the new pracess 
include the following: 


(1) Use of a Uniform NOFA Format 


The Department is attempting to 
facilitate and expedite the preparation 
of each NOFA, and to provide the public 
with information in a readily 
understandabie format. Thus, every 
published NOFA will contain the same 
basic structure, intended to impart 
information about key components of 
the NOBA process. 

These sections are as follows: 

I. Purpose and Substantive Description. 
Il. Application Process. 
Ill. Checklist of Application Submission 


Requirements. 
IV. Corrections to Deficient Applications. 
V. Other Matters. 


Within the framework of each.section, 
HUD program offices will be afforded 
adequate flexibility to address 
characteristics that are unique te their 
individual NOFAs. However, certain 
procedures will be adhered to in every 
instance. Im addition, each individual 
NOFA that is published will be drafted 
in such a way as to afford the reader 
with clear and sufficient information 
about the particular funding program. 

In the past, HUD has found that some 
potential program participants have 
encountered difficulties in complying 
with basic application processing steps. 
The nature of problems has ranged from 
faulty compliance with submission due 
dates to omissions of required exhibits. 
Thus, within the standardized sections 
of each published NOFA, potential users 
will receive specific guidance 
concerning such matters as how te 
apply; what processing steps are 
involved; when and how to submit 
responses to a NOFA invitation; and. 
how non-substantive deficiencies in ax 
application may be cured. Moreever, 
each published NOFA will indicate the 
name(s) of the HUD program officials} 
who can be contacted by members of 
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the public who require additional 
information. 


(2) Application Package 


Currently, many but not all HUD 
NOFA programs make use of an 
Application Package or “Kit”. The 
package provides the public with a more 
detailed understanding of how to apply 
for @ funding allocation. Beginning in 
Fiscal Year 1992, all HUD NOFAs will 
include the use of an OMB-approved 
application package. 

Published NOFAs will provide, at a 
minimum, sufficient information to the 
potential user to allow it to decide 
whether it is eligible, willing and able to 
participate in a program. Each NOFA 
will refer the prospective participant to 
the application package. The application 
package will be the user's initial means 
of participation. Use of a concise and 
well-organized application package, in 
each program, should assist both 
program participants and HUD 
application reviewers. Participants will 
obtain a clear understanding of the 
requirements they must meet to receive 
funding. Reviewers will be able readily 
te determine whether proposals are 
complete and technically correct. This, 
in turn, will facilitate and expedite a 
reviewer's ability to weigh the 
substantive merits of the applications 
HUD has received. 


B. NOFA Schedule: Fiscal Year 1991 __ 


At the end of this narrative is a 
schedule that identifies each HUD 
Notice of Funding Availability expected 
to be published during Fiscal Year 1991. 

The schedule reflects HUD's ; 
projection of when the delineated steps 
im each funding process are expected to 
be achieved. If an action occurs sooner 
or later than the projected date, that fact 
may well affect the timing of a 
subsequent step in the process. Three 
dates are identified on the schedule for 
each of the NOFAs listed. These are: 

(1) Federal Register Publication. This 
is the date upon which the NOFA is 
targeted for publication in the Federal 
Register. (In some instances, publication 
has already occurred.) For the remaining 
NOFAs, the target date—while not a 
certainty—reflects a reasonable 
projection of when a NOFA will appear 
in the Federal Register, based on 
developmental activity to date. 

(2) Application Due Date. This is the 
date on or before which public 
responses to the NOFA invitation will 
be required to be submitted. As noted 
abeve im section (A)(2), most programs 
require participants to submit a formal 
application. In other cases, applicants 
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are provided specific instructions, as set _ the program that is the subject of the . Dated: April 3, 1991. 
out in the NOFA published for that NOFA publication, and indicate the Jack Kemp, 
program. a of os or more aan —— Secretary. 

3) Award Announcements. This is the | W20 may be contacted for er De of 
Pe on or before which HUD information. An ancillary purpose of this Seatinee work aie on Foe 
anticipates that funding awards will be | document is to provide the public with Year 1991 
announced. insights into how HUD develops its : ; 

program NOFAs, and when the public Office of Housing 


C. Information on Specific NOFAs can anticipate the achievement of key HUD Contact: Eliot Horowitz, (202) 
steps in each NOFA process through the 708-0837, Attorney Advisor to the 
HUD NOFAs advise the public about announcement of awards. Assistant Secretary for Housing. 


(1) FR-2986—Section 202 Elderly 04/15/91 '06/17791 09/30/91 


(2) FR-2987—Housing for Handicapped. |  *< 04/15/91 06/17/91 09/30/91 
(3) FR-3013—Mod. Rehab. SRO 04/19/91 07/01/91 09/30/91 


(4) FR-2925—Section 8 Certs. & Housing Vouchers: Tech. Rejects 01/08/91 02/07/91 04/26/91 
(5) FR-3037—Section 8 Certs. & Vouchers: Incremental NOFA. si 04/15/91 06/14/91 09/20/91 
(6) FR-2961—Section 8 Certs. & Te Vouchers: Family Self 05/20/91 07/20/91 09/20/91 
(7) FR-3045—LMSA.............. Y oa 04/30/91 05/31/91 09/30/91 
(8) FR-2010—Fienble Subsidy... einsdavies aa 04/26/91 06/26/91 09/30/91 


(9) FR-2997—SF Counseling Services 04/22/91 06/10/91 08/10/91 
(10) FR-2948—SF Nehemiah Housing Opportunity Grants 04/26/91 06/26/91 09/26/91 


Office of Community Planning & 
Development 


HUD Contact: Jack Barnett, (202) 708- 
2087, Director, Organization and 
Management, Services Division, CPD. 


NOFA 


(11) FR-3039—Formula Allocations for the Rental Rehab. Program for FY 91 & Deadline for Submission of 

Program Description 04/08/91 05/23/91 06/21/91 
(12) FR-2983—Section 312 Rehab. Loans 04/22/91 08/08/91 09/23/91 
(13) FR-2962—Neighborhood Development Demonstration Program 03/29/91 05/15/91 08/23/91 


(14) FR-2814—Community Development Work Study Program/Grant Program Competition .... 03/06/91 04/15/91 06/14/91 
(15) FR-2941—District Heating Grant Competition a 94/22/91 06/13/91 09/04/91 


(16) FR-2964—Self-Employment Tech. Assistance for Residents of Public Housing (See NOFA 3').... a D47 28/91 06/07/91 09/30/91 
(17) FR-2838—HBCU: CDBG Tech. Assistance Program a 03/01/91 04/08/91 06/28/91 
(18) FR-2931—Permanent Housing for Handicapped Homeless... my. 1/23/91 04/30/91 07/31/91 
(19) FR-2930—Transitional Housing 01/23/91 05/31/91 08/30/91 
(20) FR-3047—HUD-Administered CDBG Small Cities—OBGA. fas 04/19/91 06/10/91 08/30/91 
(21) FR-2880—CDBG Grants for indian Tribes and Alaskan Native.. il 08/11/91 11/15/91 01/30/92 
(22) FR-3003—HUBC: Grant Program 03/12/91 06/14/91 09/20/91 


Office of Public & Indian Housing 


HUD Contact: Cas Bonkowski, (202) 
708-0444, Director, Office of 
Management and Policy, PIH. 


(23) FR-2952—Public Housing 04/01/91 05/14/91 09/30/91 
pea 03/28/91 04/29/91 09/20/91 
(25) FR-2947—indian Hsg. Development eal 04/01/91 05/16/91 08/30/91 
(26) Public Housing Child Care Demo, HHS/HUD (FY 90 Funds) tl 03/07/91 05/06/91 07/22/91 
(27) FR-2994—Public Hsg. Child Care — HHS/HUD (FY 91 Funds).. aa 09/17/91 11/18/91 12709791 
i i 04/30/91 06/03/91 07/01/91 
a 04/19/91 05/30/91 09/30/91 
ieoasnat Grants a 03/25/91 05/17/91 07/02/91 

(31) FR-2992—Drug Elimination Grant Program (5/01/91 06/28/91 

(32) FR-2917—Drug Elimination Technical Assistance Program Grants (Applications accepted and awards made ‘einai ; 
over 


(33) FR-2993—Youth Sports Program Grants... ost 05/01/91 07/01/91 
(34) Section 21 Homeownership. Assistance 06/01/91 07/15/91 09702791 





Office of Fair Housing & Equal 
Opportunity 


HUD Contact: Jaquelyn Shelton, (202) 
708-0836, Director, Office of Fair 
Housing, Enforcement and Section 3 
Compliance, FHEO. 


(35) FR-2953—Fair Housing Program 
(36) FR-2954—Fair Housing Initiatives Program 


[FR Dor. 91-8565 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING s€ 4210-32-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Public and indian Housing 
[Docket No. N-91-3194; FR-2917-N-01] 
Public Housing Drug Elimination, 


Technical Assistance Program; Fund 
Availability—FY 1991 


AGENCY: Office of Public and Indian 
Housing, HUD. 


ACTION: Notice of fund availability. 


summary: HUD is announcing the 
availability of $575,500 in funds to 
provide short-term technical assistance 
to public housing agencies, Indian 
housing authorities, resident 
management corporations (RMCs), and 
incorporated resident councils (RCs). 
These funds, which were appropriated 
by the Department of Veterans Affairs 
and Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1991 (Pub. L. 101-507, approved 
November 5, 1990), are intended to 
better prepare and educate public 
housing and resident organization 
officials to confront the widespread 
abuse of controlled substances in public 
housing communities. 

This Notice of Fund Availability 
(NOFA) describes: (1) The nature and 
scope of eligible short-term technical 
assistance activities; (2) the 
requirements and procedures for 
participation by housing authorities and 
resident organizations; and (3) the 
requirements and procedures applicable 
to consultants who provide short-term 
technical assistance services under this 
NOFA. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This NOFA is effective 
upon publication. Short-term technical 
assistance applications and consultant 
packages may be immediately submitted 
to HUD. 

APPLICATION DEADLINE: There is no 
application submission deadline for 
short-term technical assistance requests. 
HUD will conduct its review of technical 
assistance requests on a continuing 
basis, until funds available under this 
NOFA are expended. 

CONSULTANT PACKAGES: Consultants 
who want to provide short-term 
technical assistance services under this 
NOFA must request a consultant packet 
from the Drug Information Strategy 
Clearinghouse at 1-800-245-2691. (This 
is a toll-free number.) 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edd Johnson or Mike Main, Office for 
Drug Free Neighborhoods (ODFN)}, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW., 
room 10241, Washington, DC 20410, 


telephone (202) 708-1197 or 708-3502. 
(This is not a toll-free number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
information collection requirements 
contained in this NOFA have been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for expedited processing 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, and have been assigned OMB 
control number 2577-0133. Public 
reporting burden for the collection of 
information requirements contained in 
this NOFA are estimated to include the 
time for reviewing the instructions, 
searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the data 
needed, and completing and reviewing 
the collection of information. 

Information on the estimated public 
reporting burden is provided under 
section 7 of this NOFA, entitled Findings 
and Certifications. Send comments 
regarding this burden estimate, or any 
other aspect of this collection of 
information, to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, Rules 
Docket Clerk, 451.Seventh Street, SW., 
room 10276, Washington, DC 20410; and 
to the Paperwork Reduction Project, 
Office of Management and Budget, 
Washington, DC 20503. 


I. Background 


This technical assistance program is 
authorized by the Department of 
Veterans Affairs and Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1991 (Pub. L. 
101-507, approved November 5, 19990}, 
and is intended to better prepare and 
educate public housing and resident . 
organization officials to confront the 
widespread abuse of controlled 
substances in public housing 
communities. 

Under the program, housing 
authorities, resident management 
corporations (RMCs) and incorporated 
resident councils (RCs) may obtain 
short-term technical assistance to aid 
them in assessing their drug problems in 
the public housing community; in 
implementing appropriate anti-drug- 
related practices and programs; and in 
improving overall agency management, 
operations, and programming so that 
these entities can more effectively 
respond to drug problems in their 
targeted public housing developments. 

Subpart A of this NOFA contains the 
requirements governing the submission 
and approval of short-term technical 
assistance requests (up to $10,000) from 
housing authorities and resident 
organizations. 

Subpart B of the NOFA solicits 
applications from qualified consultants 
who want to provide short-term 
technical assistance. In addition, 
subpart B also establishes the ongoing 
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am requirements that are 
icable to consultants under this 
NOFA. 

Subpart C contains the Federal 
requirements and Findings and 
Certifications that are applicable to both 
the short-term technical assistance and 
consultant delivery components of this 
program. 

As a result of the high demand for 
technical assistance, and the limited 


"resources available, HUD intends to 


carefully evaluate each request for 
technical assistance under this NOFA to 
determine the best method of meeting 
the needs of the applicant and its public 
housing residents. HUD will review 
applications as they are received, on a 
continuing basis, until all funding under 
this NOFA is expended. The Department 
reserves the right to determine the 
amount of technical assistance (up to a 
maximum amount of $10,000) to provide 
an applicant under this NOFA. 


II. Nature of Short-Term Technical 
Assistance Under This NOFA 


A. Funding of Requests for Short-Term 
Technical Assistance 


To obtain short-term technical 
assistance under this NOFA, a housing 
authority, RMC or incorporated RC must 
submit a request to HUD which contains 
the information required under section 
3.1(a). 

In addition, under paragraph (b) of 
that section, HUD is req 
incorporated resident councils (other 
than resident management corporations 
that are responsible for the management 
of the development proposed for 
assistance) to submit a letter of support 
from the housing authority that owns or 
operates the development for which 
short-term technical assistance is 
requested under this NOFA. The letter 
of support must include a certification 
that the technical assistance to be 
provided under this NOFA is consistent 
with the housing authority's overall drug 
elimination strategy. 

In reviewing requests for short-term 
technical assistance, HUD will first 
determine whether the applicant's 
request meets the following 
requirements: (1) Involves no more thet 
$10,000 (per request) in consultant fees 
and authorized expenses; (2) can be 
carried out by a consultant in no more 
than 30 calendar days; and (3) falls 
within the scope of authorized short- 
term technical assistance activities 
listed in section 2.1. 

If HUD determines that a request for 
technical assistance meets these 
requirements, it wiii then evaluate the 
request on the basis of the criteria 
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specified at section 3.3(b). An 
application that receives a score of 56 or 
more points (out of a maximum of 75 
points) will automatically be funded, so 
long as funds remain available under 
this NOFA. 


B. Provision of Short-Term Technical 
Assistance 


Subpart B of this NOFA describes the 
various areas of expertise in which HUD 
is seeking consultants to provide short- 
term technical assistance. Individuals 
with experience in these areas are 
encouraged to contact the Drug 
Information Strategy Clearinghouse at 
1-800-245-2691 for a consultant 
application packet so that they may be 
included on the Department's roster of 
consultants. HUD especially encourages 
PHAs, IHAs, and PHA residents and 
employees with experience in these 
areas to submit consultant applications. 

Once HUD decides to fund a request 
for short-term technical assistance 
under subpart A of this NOFA, it will 
forward to the applicant the name of 
every consultant who: (1) Has its 
principal place of business or residence 
located within a reasonable geographic 
distance from the applicant, as 
determined by HUD; and (2) appears to 
have the requisite knowledge and skills 
to assist the applicant in solving its 
problems. HUD will also include the 
names of candidates recommended by 
the applicant and approved for 
consideration by ODFN. 

If HUD determines that there are less 
than three qualified consultants located 
within a reasonable geographic distance 
from the applicant, it will select 
additional consultants from an 
expanded geographic area so that the 
names of at least three qualified 
consultants can be referred to the 
applicant. 

The applicant must discuss with at 
least three of the consultants forwarded 
by HUD its concerns and the 
consultants’ proposed approaches. The 
applicant must then submit to the ODFN 
Technical Assistance Manager a written 
statement indicating the dates that at 
least three of the proposed consultants 
were contacted by the applicant; stating 
the applicant's preference from among 
the consultants; and the basis for its 
decision. 

Although HUD makes the final 
decision concerning the choice of a 
consultant under this program, the 
Department will take into account the 
applicant's stated preference (even 
where the applicant's preference is for a 
consultant outside the HUD-specified 
geographic area). 

HUD's Contracting Officer will notify 
the applicant in writing of its selection 


of a consultant under this NOFA, and 
will issue a purchase order directly to 
the consultant. 

HUD’s purchase order authorizes the 
consultant to provide short-term 
technical assistance for an amount not 
to exceed $10,000, covering the cost of 
both the consultant's fee and the eligible 
costs specified under section 2.2 of this 
NOFA. The purchase order also 
specifies the consultant's daily fee, as 
determined by HUD under section 5.2. - 

Consultants will be reimbursed for all 
authorized expenses up to the maximum 
amount established in the purchase 
order. HUD will reimburse a 
consultant's travel, room and board 
costs at the Government rate only, in 
accordance with the Federal Travel 
Regulations. HUD will not pay the 
consultant's fee until a technical 
assistance report that conforms to the 
requirements of section 5.3 is submitted 
to both HUD and the applicant at the 
completion of the assignment, and is 
thereafter approved by HUD. 


Ill. NOFA Provisions 


Subpart A: Requests for Short Term 
Technical Assistance 


Section 1. General 


1.1 Purpose. This NOFA is designed 
to provide short-term technical 
assistance to public housing agencies, 
Indian housing authorities, resident 
management corporations (RMCs) and 
incorporated resident councils (RCs) to 
better prepare and educate them to 
confront the widespread abuse of 
controlled substances in public housing 
developments and the surrounding 
communities. Technical assistance 
provided under this NOFA is intended 
to aid housing authorities and resident 
organizations in assessing their drug- 
related problems; in implementing 
appropriate anti-drug-related practices 
and programs; and in improving overall 
agency management, operations and 
programming so that the applicant can 
more effectively respond to drug 
problems in the targeted public housing 
development(s). 

1.2 Definitions—Applicant means a 
public housing agency or an Indian 
housing authority. The term also 
includes resident management 
corporations and incorporated resident 
councils. 

HUD or Department means the United 
States Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. 

Public housing development means 
lower income housing and all necessary 
appurtenances developed, acquired, or 
assisted by a public housing agency or 
an Indian housing authority under the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (other 
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than under section 8). A development 
encompasses those buildings identified 
in the Annual Contributions Contract 
(ACC) that is executed between HUD 
and the PHA and IHA. 

Resident council (RC) means an 
incorporated or unincorporated 
nonprofit organization or association 
that meets each of the following 
requirements: : 

(1) It must be representative of the 
tenants it purports to represent. 

(2) It may represent tenants in more 
than one development or in all of the 
developments of a PHA or IHA, but it 
must fairly represent tenants from each 
development that it represents. 

(3) It must adopt written procedures 
providing for the election of specific 
officers on a regular basis (but at least 
once every three years). 

(4) It must have a democratically 
elected governing board. The voting 
membership of the board must consist of 
tenants of the development or 
developments that the tenant 
organization or resident council 
represent. 

Resident management corporation 
(RMC) means the entity that proposes to 
enter into, or that enters into, a 
management contract with a PHA under 
24 CFR part 964, or with an IHA in 
accordance with the requirements of 
this NOFA. The corporation must have 
each of the following characteristics: 

(1) It must be a nonprofit organization 
that is incorporated under the laws of 
the State or Indian tribe in which it is 
located. 

(2) It may be established by more than 
one resident organization or resident 
council, so long as each such 
organization or council: 

(i) Approves the establishment of the 
corporation; and ; 

(ii) Has representation on the Board of 
Directors of the corporation. 

(3) It must have an elected Board of 
Directors. 

(4) Its by-laws must require the Board 
of Directors to include representatives 
of each resident organization or resident 
council invo!ved in establishing the 
corporation. 

(5) Its voting members must be 
residents of the development or 
developments it manages. 

(6) It must be approved by the 
resident council. If there is no council, a 
majority of the households of the 
development must approve the 
establishment of such an organization to 
determine the feasibility of establishing 
a corporation to manage the 
development. 

(7) It may serve as both the resident 
management corporation and the 
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resident council, so long as the 
corporation meets the requirements of 
part 964 for a resident council. (In the 
case of a resident management 
corporation for an Indian Housing 
Authority, it may serve as both the RMC 
and the RC, so long as the corporation 
meets the requirements of this NOFA for 
a resident council). 

State means the several States, the 
District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
territories and possessions of the United 
States, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands. 

1.3 Eligible applicants. Public 
housing agencies, Indian housing 
authorities, resident management 
corporations and incorporated resident 
councils are eligible to receive short- 
term technical assistance services under 
this NOFA. 


Section 2. Eligible Activities and Costs 


2.1 Scope of activities. Assistance 
provided under this section must be 
designed to aid the applicant in | 
assessing its drug problems in the 
targeted public housing development(s) 
and surrounding community(ies); in 
implementing appropriate anti-drug- 
related practices and programs; and in 
improving overall agency management, 
operations and programming so that the 
applicant can more effectively respond 
to drug problems in the targeted public 
housing development(s). Short-term 
technical assistance is available for the 
following areas: 

(a) Law enforcement strategies, 
including resident security patrols; 

(b) “Clean sweep” operations; 

(c) Management techniques; 

(d) Youth initiatives; 

(e) Family management/parenting; 

(f) Resident intervention and 
assistance programs; 

(g) Community organization and 
leadership development; and 

(g) Other areas that meet the drug 
elimination purposes specified in section 
1.1 of this NOFA, as determined by 


2.2 Eligible costs. Requests for short- 
term technical assistance may be funded 
up to $10,000 per request, with HUD 
providing payment directly to the 
authorized consultant for travel and 
room and board (reimbursable at the 
Government rate only), and the 
consultant's fee (which requires 
submission and approval of the 
technical assistance report under 
section 5.3). While an applicant may 
submit to HUD more than one request 
for short-term technical assistance 
under this NOFA, each request must 
relate to a different incident or area of 
concern. 


2.3 Maximum length of assistance. 
Short-term technical assistance may be 
provided for up to 30 calendar days per 
request. 


Section 3. Application and Selection 


3.1 Application requirements. To 
receive short-term technical assistance 
under this NOFA, an applicant must 
submit: 

(a) A request letter, on official 
stationery, which responds to each of 
the points identified below, and which is 
signed by the executive director of the 
housing authority or the authorized 
representative of the RMC or 
incorporated RC. The areas which must 
be addressed (and which may not 
exceed a five-page narrative discussion) 
are: 

(1) A discussion of the nature and 
scope of the problem(s) that triggered 
the request for short-term technical 
assistance under this NOFA, and the 
public housing development(s) that 
would be targeted to receive such 
assistance; 

(2) A discussion of the amount and 
nature of the technical assistance 
requested under this NOFA, and the 
benefits that the applicant expects to 
receive from the assistance; 

(3) A brief description of the 
applicant’s drug elimination strategy; 
the activities that it currently is 


undertaking to implement that strategy; 


and how the applicant's request for 
short-term technical assistance under 
this NOFA relates to that strategy; 

(4) The applicant's estimate of the 
length of time that assistance under this 
NOFA would be required; 

(5) If applicable, the applicant's own 
recommendation for a particular 
consultant to provide short-term 
technical assistance under this NOFA, 
= the basis for its recommendation; 
an 

(6) An explanation of why assisiance 
is required at the Federal level. 

(b) Incorporated resident councils 
(except for resident management 
corporations that are responsible for the 
management of the development 
proposed for assistance) must include a 
letter of support from the housing 
authority that owns or operates the 
project that is to receive assistance 
under this NOFA certifying that 
assistance is consistent with the housing 
authority’s overall drug elimination 
strategy. 

(c) PHAs and IHAs must include a 
letter of support from any RMC or RC 
for a project that is to receive short-term 
technical assistance under this NOFA 
(or, if neither of these entities exist, then 
from any organized resident group) 
certifying that resident concerns have 
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been taken into account in the 
preparation and proposed 
implementation of the request for 
technical assistance. 

3.2 Place of submission. An 
applicant must submit the request letter 
under § 3.1{a) (and any letters of 
support, if required under § 3.1 (b) and 
(c)) to the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, Office for 
Drug-Free Neighborhoods, 451 Seventh 
Street SW., room 10241, Washington, DC 
20410. 

In addition, applicants must 
simultaneously forward a copy of these 
documents to the HUD field and 
regional offices with jurisdiction over 
the relevant housing authority. (The 
HUD Field office copy must be 
forwarded to “Chief of Assisted Housing 
Branch.” The HUD Regional office copy 
must be addressed to “Regional Director 
of Public Housing.”) 

3.3 Procedures for award.—{a) 
Procedures. HUD will time- and date- 
stamp all applications for assistance 
under this NOFA to determine their 
order of receipt. An application that 
meets the minimum threshold 
requirements for short-term technical 
assistance under §§ 2, 3.1 and 3.2 of this 
NOFA will be evaluated on the basis of 
the three rating criteria under paragraph 
(b) of this section. These criteria have a 
maximum combined point value of 75, 
and applications that receive a minimum 
score of 56 points will be awarded grant 
funds to the extent that funds remain 
available under this NOFA. If HUD 
receives more applications than there is 
funding available, it will allocate the 
remaining funds based upon the priority 
of the time- and date-stamp on the 
application. Where HUD receives 
multiple applications that have the same 


- time- and date-stamp, the Department 


will allocate the remaining funds on the 
basis of applicants’ scores under the 
selection criteria, with funding being 
provided to those applicants with the 
highest scores. HUD will document the 
basis for each funding decision under 
this section. 

(b) Rating criteria: Applications that 
meet the threshold criteria for short-term 
technical assistance under §§ 2, 3.1 and 
3.2 will be evaluated on the basis of 
three selection criteria. In evaluating 
applications under these criteria, HUD 
Headquarters will seek input from the 
HUD field and regional offices with 
jurisdiction over the relevant housing 
authority. These selection criteria are: 

(1) The extent to which the applicant 
has need for short-term technical 
assistance based upon its description of 
the problem(s) that triggered the request 
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for assistance under this NOFA 
(Maximum points: 25.) 

(2) The extent to which the applicant's 
proposed approach for using technical 
assistance grant funds under this NOFA 
will address its identified needs, and tie 
into an overall drug elimination strategy 
for its public housing development(s). 
(Maximum points: 25.) 

(3) The applicant's ability to 
implement its proposed technical 
assistance development, as evidenced 
by its development and implementation 
of an overall drug elimination strategy 
for its public housing development(s); its 
involvement of residents in the 
preparation and implementation of the 
request for short-term technical 
assistance under this NOFA; its past 
success in implementing HUD grant 
programs, and effectively utilizing 
technical assistance funds previously 
awarded under this NOFA. (Maximum 
points: 25.) 

(c) Corrections to deficient 
applications. HUD shall screen each 
submitted application to determine 
whether it is complete and internally 
consistent. Where HUD determines that 
an application is deficient in one or 
more of these areas, it shall notify the 
applicant in writing and give it an 
opportunity to correct the deficiencies. 
However, the applicant may not 
substantially revise the application. The 
notification shall inform each appplicant 
that it may request information and 
guidance from HUD about program 
requirements and preparation of the 
application. The notification shall also 
require applicants to submit additional 
or corrected material to the HUD 
Headquarters Office no later than close- 
of-business of the 14th day following the 
date of HUD's notice to the applicant. 
HUD may not extend this deadline for 
actual receipt of the material for any 
reason. 


Subpart B: Consultant Pool for Short- 
Term Technical Assistance 


Section 4. Consultant Selection 


4.1 Relevant experience. ODFN is 
seeking individuals or entities who have 
experience working with public or 
Indian housing, or other low-income 
populations, to provide short-term 
technical assistance under this NOFA. 
In addition, these individuals or entities 
should have experience in one or more 
of the following general areas: 

(a) PHA/IHA-related experience: 

(1) Agency organization and 
management; 

(2) Facility operations; 

(3) Program development; 

(4) Experience working with residents 
and community organizations. 


(b) Drug-related experience: 

(1) Prevention/intervention programs; 

(2) Enforcement strategies; 

(3) Alternative programs. 

HUD especially encourages PHAs, 
IHAs, PHA/IHA employees, RMCs, 
incorporated resident councils, and 
public housing residents, with 
experience in the above areas, to submit 
a consultant application under this 
NOFA. 

4.2 Consultant selection. A technical 
assistance staff resources person 
(consultant) may be: (1) An individual or 
organization recommended by ODFN; or 
(2) an individual or organization 
recommended by the applicant (must be 
approved by ODFN). 

Once HUD decides to fund a request 
for short-term technical assistance 
under subpart A of this NOFA, it will 
forward to the applicant the name of 
every consultant who: (1) Has its 
principal place of business or residence 
located within a reasonable geographic 
distance from the applicant, as 
determined by HUD; and (2) appears to 
have the requisite knowledge and skills 
to assist the applicant in solving its 
problems. HUD will also include the 
name of any candidate recommended by 
the applicant and approved for 
consideration by ODFN. 

If HUD determines that there are less 
than three qualified consultants located 
within a reasonable geographic distance 
from the applicant, it will select 
additional consultants from an 
expanded geographic area so that at 
least three qualified consultants can be 
reforred to the applicant. 

The applicant must discuss with at 
least three of the consultants forwarded 
by HUD its concerns and the 
consultant's proposed approach. The 
applicant must then submit to the ODFN 
Technical Assistance Manager a written 
statement indicating the dates that at 
least three of the proposed consultants 
were contacted by the applicant; stating 
the applicant’s preference from among 
the consultants; and the basis for its 
decision. 

Although HUD makes the final 
decision concerning the choice of a 
consultant under this program, the 
Department will take into account the 
applicant's preference (even where the 
applicant's preference is for a consultant 
outside the HUD-specified geographic 
area) so long as the applicant has 
adequately substantiated its reasons for 
choosing a particular consultant. 

The Department's Contracting Officer 
will notify the applicant in writing of its 
selection of a consultant to provide 
technical assistance services under this 
NOFA, and will issue a purchase order 
directly to the consultant. 


14831 


Section 5. Consultant Requirements 


5.1 Consultant authorization. HUD's 
Office of Procurement and Contractors 
must provide written authorization to a 
consultant (in the form of a purchase 
order) before he or she can begin to 
provide technical assistance services 
under this NOFA. 

5.2 Consultant payment. HUD will 
determine the specific fee to pay a 
consultant under this NOFA, subject to 
a maximum cap of no more than the 
daily equivalent of the maximum rate 
paid for GS-18, based upon: (1) 
Evidence submitted by the consultant to 
HUD which documents the standard 
daily fee previously paid to the 
consultant for technical assistance 
services similar to those requested 
under this NOFA; or (2) the nature and 
extent of the consultant's previous 
experience in the designated technical 
assistance field. 

Consultants will be reimbursed for all 
authorized expenses, up to the 
maximum amount established in the 
short-term technical assistance purchase 
order. 

As part of the consultant fee paid 
under this section, consultants are 
required to prepare and submit a 
technical assistance report which 
conforms to the requirements of § 5.3 of 
this NOFA. HUD will not pay the 
consultant fee until this technical 
assistance report has been submitted to 
both HUD and the applicant at the end 
of the technical assistance effort, and 
thereafter approved by HUD. 

A PHA/IHA employee may not serve 
as a consultant to his or her own 
housing authority. Any PHA/IHA 
employee who serves as a consultant 
must be on annual leave to receive the 
consultant fee under § 5.2. If the 
employee is on administrative leave, the 
consultant fee must be waived (although 
other eligible costs under § 2.2 are 
reimbursable). 

5.3 Report requirements. 

Each consultant who provides short- 
term technical assistance under this 
NOFA must prepare and submit to the 
ODFN Technical Assistance Manager, 
and to the requesting housing authority 
or resident organization, a technical 
assistance report. This requirement 
applies in every instance except where 
multiple consultants jointly provide 
services on a technical assistance effort, 
in which case only one report needs to 
be prepared and submitted describing 
the overall effort. HUD must approve 
the technical assistance report before 
the consultant fee under § 5.2 of this 
NOFA can be paid. 





14832 


A consultant that provides technical 
assistance services to a PHA or resident 
organization under this NOFA may not 
subsequently receive Federal assistance 
to implement any of the 
recommendations contained in the 
consultant's technical assistance report. 

The technical assistance report 
required under this section may not be 
provided by the consultant to any 
individual or entity other than HUD or 
the applicant, except upon HUD's prior 
written approval. The report must 
contain, at a minimum, the following 
information: 

(a) A brief overview of the 
circumstances leading to the request for 
technica! assistance; 

(b) A description of the problems and 
services requested by the housing 
authority or resident organization; 

(c) The actual services provided by 
the consultant. (If the service was a 
training event, the consultant should 
provide the agenda, curriculum, and a 
participant list); 

(d) Summary of media contacts, if any; 

(e) Findings and recommendations; 

(f) An action plan, to be used by the 
requesting housing authority or resident 
organization to continue the technical 
assistance efforts recommended by the 
consultant following his or her 
departure. This plan should identify 
responsibilities, tasks, timetables, and 
needed resources; and 

(g) An appendix listing the names of 
persons contacted during the assignment 
(unless those persons have requested 
confidentiality), and any documentation 
to support the consultant's findings and 
recommendations. 


Subpart C: Other Federal Requirements; 
Findings and Certifications 
Section 6. Other Federal requirements 

(a) Nondiscrimination and equal 
opportunity. The following 
nondiscrimination and equal 
opportunity requirements apply: 

(i) The requirements of title VIII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1968, 42 U.S.C. 3600- 
20 (Fair Housing Act) and implementing 
regulations issued at subchapter A of 


title 24 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, as amended by 54 FR 3232 
(published January 23, 1989); Executive 
Order 11063 (Equal Opportunity in 
Housing) and implementing regulations 
at 24 CFR part 107; and title Vi of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 
2000d-2000d-4) (Nondiscrimination in 
Federally Assisted Programs) and 
implementing regulations issued at 24 
CFR part 1; 

(ii) The Indian Civil Rights Act (title II 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, 25 U.S.C. 
1301-1303) provides, among other things, 
that “no Indian tribe in exercising 
powers of self-government shall * * * 
deny to any person within its 
jurisdiction the equal protection of its 
laws or deprive any person of liberty or 
property without due process of law.” 
The Indian Civil Rights Act applies to 
any tribe, band, or other group of 
Indians subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States in the exercise of 
recognized powers cf self-government. 
The ICRA is applicable in all cases 
where an JHA has been established by 
exercise of tribal powers of seif- 
government. 

(iii) The prohibitions against 
discrimination on the basis of age under 
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975 (42 
U.S.C. 6101-07) and implementing 
regulations at 24 CFR part 146, and the 
prohibitions against discrimination 
against handicapped individuals under 
section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and implementing 
regualtions at 24 CFR part 8; 

(iv) The requirements of Executive 
Order 11246 (Equal Employment 
Opportunity) and the regulations issued 
under the Order at 41 CFR chapter 60; 

(v) The requirements of section 3 of 
the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, 12 U.S.C. 1701u 
(Employment Opportunities for Lower 
Income Persons in Connection with 
Assisted Projects); and 

(vi) The requirements of Executive 
Orders 11625, 12432, and 12138. 
Consistent with HUD's responsibilities 
under these Orders, recipients must 
make efforts to encourage the use of 
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minority and women’s business 
enterprise in connection with funded - 
activities. 

(b) Use of debarred, suspended or 
ineligible contractors. Applicants for 
short-term technical assistance under 
this NOFA are subject to the provisions 
of 24 CFR part 24 relating to the 
employment, engagement of services, 
awarding of contracts, or funding of any 
contractors or subcontractors during any 
period of debarment, suspension, or 
placement in ineligibility status. 

(c) Conflicts of interest. In addition to 
the conflict of interest requirements in 
24 CFR part 85, no person: 

(i) Who is an employee, agent, 
consultant, officer, or elected or . 
appointed official of the grantee, that 
receives assistance under the program 
and who exercises or has exercised any 
functions or responsibilities with respect 
to assisted activities; or 

(ii) Who is in a position to participate 
in a decisionmaking process or gain 
inside information with regard to such 
activities; may obtain a personal or 
financial interest or benefit from the 
activity, or have an interest in any 
contract, subcontract, or agreement with 
respect thereto, or the proceeds 
thereunder, either for him or herself or 
for those with whom he or she has 
family or business ties, during his or her 
tenure, or for one year thereafter. 

(d) Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988. 
The requirements of the Drug-Free 
Workplace Act of 1988 at 24 CFR part 
24, subpart F. 


Section 7. Findings and Certifications 


The collection of information 
requirements contained in this NOFA 
have been approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 and 
have been assigned OMB control 
number 2577-0133. Certain sections of 
this NOFA have been determined by the 
Department to contain collection of 
information requirements. Information 
on these requirements is provided as 
follows: 


TABULATION OF REPORTING BURDEN—NOTICE OF FUND AVAILABILITY—FY 1991—Public Housing Drug Elimination Technical 


from PHAs/iHAs for RMCs or RCs to receive assistance. 
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TABULATION OF REPORTING BURDEN—NOTICE OF FUND AVAILABILITY—FY 1991—Public Housing Drug Elimination Technical 


Assistance Program—Continued 


Submission of consultant application; completion of Resources inven- 
tory Questionnaire. 
Pr ese: 4 a 


were contacted; preference; basis for decision. 


Technical Assistance Report; preparation and submission to HUD, 


PHA, RMC. 


A Finding of No Significant Impact 
with respect to the environment has 
been made in accordance with HUD 
regulations at 24 CFR part 50 
implementing section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, 42 U.S.C. 4332. The Finding of No 
Significant Impact is available for public 
inspection and copying between 7:30 
a.m. and 5:30 p.m. weekdays at the 
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., room 10276, 
Washington, DC 20410. 

Family Impact. The General Counsel, 
as the Designated Official for Executive 
Order 12606, the Family, has determined 
that the provisions of this NOFA have 
the potential for significant positive 
impact on family formation, 
maintenance and general well-being 
within the meaning of the Order. The 
NOFA is designed to assist housing 
authorities and resident organizations in 


their public housing anti-drug-related 
efforts by providing short-term technical 
assistance. HUD expects that the 
provision of such assistance will better 
prepare and educate housing authority 
and resident organization officials to 
confront the widespread abuse of 
controlled substances in public housing 
communities. This, in turn, should 
significantly and positively affect the 
quality of life for public housing 
residents. 

Federalism impact. The General 
Counsel, as the Designated Official 
under section 6(a) of Executive Order 
12612, Federalism, has determined that 
the provisions of this NOFA do not have 
“federalism implications” within the 
meaning of the Order. The NOFA 
provides short-term technical assistance 
to housing authorities and resident 
organizations to assist them in their 
anti-drug efforts in public housing 


communities. As such, the program 
helps PHAs and IHAs to combat serious 
drug problems in their public housing 
communities, thereby strengthening 
their role as instrumentalities of the 
States. The involvement of resident 
organizations should greatly increase 
the success of the anti-drug efforts under 
this technical assistance program and, 
therefore, should have positive effects 
on PHAs and IJHAs. 


Authority: The Department of Veterans 
Affairs and Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1991 (Pub. L. 101-507, approved 
November 5, 1990). 

Dated: March 4, 1991. 

Joseph G. Schiff, 

Assistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
Housing. 

[FR Doc. 91-8564 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING. CODE 4210-33-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 


25 CFR Part 244 
RIN 1076-AB43 


Wind River Reservation Game Code 


March 12, 1991. 

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Bureau of Indian Affairs 


(BIA) is deleting regulations contained 
in 25 CFR part 244 governing the game 
code on the Wind River Reservation. 
The Shoshone-Arapahoe Tribes of the 
reservation have developed and 
adopted a tribal Fish and Game Code to 
replace 25 CFR part 244. The BIA is 
deleting CFR part 244 so that the new 
tribal Fish and Game Code can govern 
the hunting activities of the Shoshone- 
Arapahoe Tribes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 11, 1991. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gary Rankel, Chief, Branch of Fish, 
Wildlife and Recreation, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, Mail Stop 4559-MIB, 1849 
C Street NW., Washington, DC 20240, 
telephone number: (202) 208-4004 (FTS: 
268-4004). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
deletion of a regulation is published in 
exercise of the authority delegated by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs in 
209 DM8 


The Wind River Reservation is shared 
by two Indian tribes—Shoshone and 
Arapahoe. In response to tribal requests 
in the early 1980's, to protect, conserve, 
and provide rehabilitation of big game 
animals on the reservation, the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs (BIA) promulgated and 
implemented a Wind River Reservation 
Game Code (25 CFR part 244) in 1984. 

Hunting on the reservation is limited 
only to enrolled members of the 
Shoshone and Arapahoe Tribes. Since 
1984, there has been a controlled 
hunting program on the reservation, 
resulting in increased wildlife 
populations which were depleted prior 
to that time. 

This action, deleting the Wind River 
Reservation game code developed by 
BIA, is a result of the Shoshone- 
Arapahoe Tribes jointly developing a 
tribal Fish and Game Code which 
specifies rules and procedures allowing 
for the exercise of certain fishing and 
hunting rights on the Wind River 
Reservation. The tribal Fish and Game 
Code replaces the game code in the 
Federal Regulations. The policy of the 
Department of the Interior is, whenever 
practical, to afford the public an 
opportunity to participate in the 
rulemaking process. Accordingly, the 
comment period regarding this rule 
deletion was from December 20, 1990 to 
January 20, 1991. No comments were 
received. 

The Department of the Interior has 
determined that this document is not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291 
and will not have a significant economic 
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impact on a substantial number of small 
entities under the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

The Department of the Interior has 
determined that this rule does not 
constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment and that no detailed 


' statement is required pursuant to the 


National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. 

Information collection requirements 
contained in 25 CFR part 244 will be 
deleted from the Office of Management 
and Budget inventory. With the deletion 
of this rule, the collection of this 
information will no longer be required. 

The primary author of this document 
is Robert Gartner, Fish and Wildlife 
Resource Specialist, in the Branch of 
Fish, Wildlife and Recreation. 


List of Subjects in 25 CFR Part 244 
Hunting, Indian lands, Wildlife, 


Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 


PART 244—[REMOVED] 


For the reasons set out in the 
preamble and under the authority of 
USC 25, 2, and 9, part 244 of title 25, 
chapter I of the Code of the Federal 
Regulations is removed. 

Eddie F. Brown, 

Assistant Secretary, Indian Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 91-8576 Filed 4-10-91; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 
Federal Register 


Index, finding aids & general information 
Public inspection desk 

Corrections to published documents 
Document drafting information 

Machine readable documents 


Code of Federal Regulations 


Index, finding aids & general information 
Printing schedules 


Laws 


Public Laws Update Service (numbers, dates, etc.) 
Additional information : 


Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and proclamations 
Public Papers of the Presidents 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 


The United States Government Manual 
General information 


Other Services 
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Legal staff 
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CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING APRIL 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a List of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 


Presidential Determinations: 
No. 91-24 of 

March 11, 1991 13261 
No. 91-25 of 


March 21, 1991 13263 
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LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS 


Last List April 1, 1991 

This is a continuing list of 
public bills from the current 
session of Congress which 
have become Federal laws. It 
may be used in conjunction 
with “PLUS” (Public Laws 
Update Service) on 202-523- 
6641. The text of laws is not 
published in the Federal 
Register but may be ordered 
in individual pamphlet form 
(referred to as “slip laws”) 
from the Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, 
DC 20402 (phone, 202-275- 
3030). 


S. 725/Pub. L. 102-25 
Persian Gulf Conflict 
Supplemental Authorization 
and Personnel Benefits Act of 
1991. (Apr. 6, 1991; 105 Stat. 
75; 48 pages) Price: $1.50 





Would you like 
to know... 


if any changes have been made to the 
Code of Federal Regulations or what 
documents have been published in the 
Federal Register without reading the 
Federal Register every day? If so, you 
may wish to subscribe to the LSA 

(List of CFR Sections Affected), the 
Federal Register Index, or both. 


LSA ¢ List of CFR Sections Affected 
The LSA (List of CFR Sections Affected) 
is designed to lead users of the Code of 
Federal Regulations to amendatory 
actions published in the Federal Register. 
The LSA is issued monthly in cumulative form. 
Entries indicate the nature of the changes— 
such as revised, removed, or corrected. 
$21.00 per year 


Federal Register Index 


The index, covering the contents of the 
daily Federa! Register, is issued monthly in 
cumulative form. Entries are carried 
primarily under the names of the issuing 
agencies. Significant subjects are carried 
as cross-references. 

$19.00 per year. 


A finding aid is included in each. publication which lists 
Federal Register page numbers with the date of publication 
in the Federal Register. 

Note to FR Subscribers: 


FR indexes and ihe LSA (List of CFR Sections Affected) 
are mailed automatically to regular FR subscribers. 


Superintendent of Documents Subscriptions Order Form 
‘oa 5483 i Charge your order. rea 
3 Its easy! Go ovanbare 
& Charge orders may be telephoned tc the GPO order 
desk at (202) 783-3238 from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.in. 
YES, please send me the following indicatéd subscriptions: eastern time, Monday-Friday (except holidays). 


C] LSA ¢ List of CFR Sections Affected—one year as issued—$21.00 (LCS) 
L) Federal Register Index—one year as issued—$19.00 (FRSU) 


1. The total cost of my order is $ . All prices include regular domestic postage and handling and are subject to change. 
International customers please add 25%. 


Please Type or Print 


3. Please choose method of payment: 
CJ Check payable to the Superintendent of Documents 


(Additional address/attention line) J GPO Deposit Account ESSEEBELE 


[J VISA or MasterCard Account 


ean COPD rrr) 


(City, State, ZIP Code) SE RT BS ET ST 
(Credit card expiration date) 


(Daytime phone including.area code) 


2. 
(Company or personal name) 


Thank you fer your order! 


(Signature) 4REWA10- 1-88? 
4. Mail To: Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 20402-9371 











